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PLEADING PRETRIAL 
AMENDMENTS — The deter- 
mination of the issue of amend- 
ments or changes to the pre- 
trial order after a remand 
rests in the sound discretion of 
the trial judge. 

—Additions, amendments and re- 
visions of the original pretrial 
order should be granted at the 
pretrial after a remand only 
when deemed necessary in the 
light of the action of the trial 
or appellate court which pro- 
duced the retrial and this re- 
quirment should not be relaxed 
except when its enforcement 
would be inconsistent with 
substantial justice. 

—Held, refusal to permit defend- 
ant after remand to raise for 
first time defenses of statute 
of frauds and lack of right of 
the plaintiff to sue in our 
courts Was proper. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Collester, J.S.C. rendered June 7, 
1961. Appellate Div. Reynolds v. 
Summer et als. For appellants— 
Charles E. Villanueva (Van Riper 
& Belmont, attys). For respond- 
ent — Benjamin H. Chodash 
Krieger & Chodash, attys). | 

Plaintiff sued Summer Co. on a} 


As indicated in Schnurer, the 
determination of the issue of 
amendments to the pretrial or- 
der rests in the sound discretion 
of the trial judge. 

Since the statute of frauds 
had not been pleaded, included 
in the pretrial order, or argued 
at trial, such defense was waived 
under the requirements of R.R. 
4:8-3. The provisions of this 
rule are mandatory and failure 
to abide thereby amounts to a 
waiver of the affirmative offense. 
To permit Summer to raise this 
defense on a new trial would be 
to strip R.R. 4:8-3 of its vitality. 
No sound reason was advanced 
why the trial court should do so. 

As to the right to maintain 
the suit issue, not only was it not 
raised at the first trial, but it was 
decided adversely to Summer on 
the appeal. That issue is now 
res judicata. 





Digests of Recent Opinions | Notice To The Bar | 


| 
The summer schedule calls | 


| for the hearing of Chancery| | 


Division motions, general eq- 
| uity and matrimonial, by the} 
regularly assigned judge if he| 
|} is on duty. When, however, 
| the regularly assigned judge 
is not on duty such motions 


will be heard by a Superior or 


| 


| 


|schedule shall be in effect in} Assignment 


Summer Court 


Schedule Order 





SUPREME COURT OF NEW 
JERSEY 
ORDERED that the following 


1. All judges shall be on vaca- 
| tion for the weeks of July 3 and 
September 4, 1961, except for the 
Judges who will be 


| the Superior, County, County Dis- | on call for emergent matters. 


County Court judge on duty! | 
in the county where venue is| | 


laid. In the latter case it shall | 


be the responsibility of the| | 


moving party to make ar-| | 
rangements to have the nec- 
| essary file and papers sent to| 


| the clerk of the county where | 
the motion will be heard. Up-| 
on receipt of a request the| 
clerk having custody of the| 
duplicate file shall forward it! 
forthwith to the clerk of the} 
| county where the motion is to} 
be heard together with an ap-| 
propriate covering letter, a| 
|copy of which he shall keep 


} 


There was no abuse of discre- | | 
tion in denying the application. 
Affirmed. 


Summer Motion Days 
Changed 


for his files. The clerk receiv- | 


| ing the file shall acknowledge 


receipt and, after the motion | 


| has been disposed of, return! 
|} it in a similar manner to the! 
| clerk charged with custody. 


| 


The motion days in the Su- 
perior Court, County Courts, and 


| For a list of counties and | 
| clerks having custody of the} 
| | duplicate files, please refer to! 


contract of guarantee and joined | District Courts, except in the| | 
as defendants Hanson and Black- | Appellate Division, will be Thurs-| | 
former employees of Sum-/ days during the period from July | 


Summer denied authority|10 to Sept. 1, 1961 and there 





pages 22 and 23 of the Law- | 
yers Diary. 


Administrative Director 





of Blackford and Hansen to exe-| 


the instrument. At trial, | 
Summer moved for involuntary 
dismissal on the ground Black- 


rd and Hansen had acted be-!| 
nd the scope of their authority. 

trial court granted the mo- 
tion. On appeal, the dismissal was 
reversed and the action remand- 
ed for trial. The pleadings and 
pretrial order did not assert as! 
lefenses either the statute of 
frauds or the asserted inability 
of plaintiff, a New York corpor- 

to maintain the action 
1 Our courts. Nevertheless, the 
tter question was raised by 





‘tion to dismiss that appeal 
id was considered by the ap- 
1ate court as a matter of pub- 
interest since it involved a 
of jurisdiction. The 
irt, in its decision, held that 
the record plaintiff had done 
prior business in New Jersey 
vas not barred from bring- 
z the suit. 
Following reversal and remand 
oe case came on again for pre- 
11 pursuant to R.R. 4:29-7 and 
mmer then moved to amend 
pleadings and pretrial order 
include the defenses of the 
tute of frauds and the right 
: plaintiff to maintain the ac- 
n, and for leave to take addi- 
il discovery on the last men- 
defense. The application 
nied and Summer appeals, 
bursuant to leave granted. 
Held: In Carolyn Schnurer Inc. 
v Stein. 29 N.J. 498, our Supreme 
‘ourt had occasion to consider 
ose of R.R. 4:29-7 and 
t to make additions or 
“anges in the pretrial order 
‘er remand. From the expres- 
of the Supreme Court 
' n it is clear that additions 
amie ndments and revisions of the 
“ginal pretrial order should be 
ed at a second pretrial con- 
‘ence held pursuant to RR. 
-7-/ oniy when deemed neces- 
“ary in the light of the action 
“- the trial or appellate court 
“Ch produced the retrial. This 
urement should not be re- 
2<€@ except when its enforce- 
nt would be inconsistent with 
ostantial justice. Nothing that 
curred at the original trial or 
“pbeal requires that the present- 
‘Y Sought defenses be added to 
‘ne pretrial order. 


ion 























will be no motions in the weeks 

of July 3 and September 4. 
This change in the schedule 

of motion days is made by an 


Order of the Supreme Court fix- | 


ing court schedules for the sum- 
mer of 1961. It supersedes the 
provisions of R.R. 1:28-5 which 
had fixed a different schedule. 


New Laws 


Governor Meyner has signed 


the following bills: 
S-157 Chapter 42 June 3 
Provides that any person who 
has served in public office in a 
county for 20 years, including not 
less than 15 years as a Judge of 
the Court of Common Pleas, may 
receive, at the discretion of the 
Board of Freeholders, a pension 
equal to one-half of the salary 
paid during the last year of ser- 
vice as such judge. 
A-184 Chapter 44 June 3 
Excludes trustees in bankrupt- 
cy from requirement that cer- 
tain corporation directors be bo- 
na fide shareholders. 


A-470 Chapter 53 June 3 


Makes “bid rigging” on public} 
works, goods or services, a mis-| 
demeanor; applies to the State, | 


State subdivisions, boards, au- 

thorities, 

interstate bodies. 

S-209 Chapter 58 June 3 
Removes the maximum of 600,- 

000 pouilation in counties having 


more than 400,000 minimum pop- 


ulation in order to permit coun-| 


ties to retain the present provi- 
sion for six county judges. 
S-216 Chapter 65 
Provides for the status of jud- 
ges of the Juvenile and Domestic 
Relations Courts in counties 
which became first class coun- 
ties under the 1960 census. 
A-276 Chapter 69 June 3 
Amends the unsatisfied Judg- 
ment Claim Act to facilitate what 


the board terms the “salvage 

program.’ 

A-657 Chapter 72 June 3 
Amends Chap. 17, P.L. 1916 
with reference to computing 
“equalized valuation”; further 


provides that the Act shall ap- 
ply to taxes on tangible house- 
hold personal property and per- 
sonal effects due and payable in 


ithe year 1962 and thereafter. 


commissions, etc. and! 


June 3| 


Edward B. McConnell | 
| 
| 


of the Courts 





Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


| June 6 to 12, 1961 

| NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
| below are sent to each county taw 
| library. Any member of the bar may 
| secure a copy of the opinion in any 
| 
| 





particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 


SUPREME COURT 
| In re Estate of Mayer (A-140, de- 
| cided June 6, 1961) 

Full digest on page 2. 
| State v. Croland (A-136, decided 
| June 6, 1961) 
| Full digest on page 2. 


SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 

| Holmberg v. Aten (A-621-59, de- 
cided June 2, 1961 

Affirmed Law Div. final order 
denying application for payment 
from Unsatisfied Claim and 
Judgment Fund to plaintiff who 
was injured in 1955 while passen- 
ger in auto owned and driven by 
her son which was struck by 
uninsured auto driven by de- 
fendant, on ground that manda- 
tory deductions for insurance 
benefits she had received exceed- 
|ed the amount of her negligence 
judgment. Proceeds of insurance 
| policies were properly deductible 
as “indemnity or other benefits” 
under statutes (N.J.S.A. 39: 6-70 
(m), -71 and -73) as they stood 
prior to their amendment by 
| P.L. 1958, c. 98, 99, even though 
they were distributed through 
| policies issued in names of her 
| husband and her son rather than 
pursuant to any insurance con- 
tract with plaintiff and one in- 
cluded payment to husband for 
charges incurred by him for her 
treatment and hospitalization. 
Nor does such construction of 
those statutes violate “due pro- 
| cess” or “equal protection of the 
| law,” as Legislature had the right 
|to distinguish motorists covered 
by private insurance or receiv- 
|ing other injury benefits from 
| those not so aided from outside 
; Sources, as they were not “sim- 
jilarly circumstanced” in light of 
;enactment’s reparatory purpose. 


| 





' (Continued on page 9, col. 1) cused of a capital offense. 


trict, and Juvenile and Domestic 
Relations Courts during the per- 
iod from July 3 to September 8 
1961, inclusive: 


Draft of Revised 
Municipal Contracts 
Law Released 











The County and Municipal 
Law Revision Commission has 
released publicly its recommend- 
ed draft of a revised county and 
municipal contracts law. Copies 
of this draft, to be known as the 
“Local Contracts Law” are be- 
ing distributed to interested per- 
sons and groups throughout the 
State. 

According to Clive S. Cummis, 
Counsel to the Commission, the 


| 2. The period from July 10 to 
| September 1, 1961, inclusive, will 
| be divided into 2 four week per- 
|iods with one-half the judges on 
duty each period except for the 
| Appellate Division and Assign- 
|ment Judges. 

| 3. Trial judges of the Superior 
| Court and full time County Court 
| judges will conduct trials and 
|hear matters on a 5 day week 
basis in the Division or court to 
| which they are regularly assign- 
|!ed and hear such other matters 
|in other Divisions or courts as 
|may be scheduled. From July 10 
| to 21, inclusive, jury trials are to 
| be held in criminal cases where 
| necessary to dispose of cases in 
|; which the defendant has been 
|in jail for more than one month. 
|During the summer the judges 


draft recommends a series of| Will schedule non-jury trials, pre- 
changes in the existing contracts | trials, settlement conferences, 
law and consolidates into one 26| appeals to the County Court and 
section law what previously cov-| other miscellaneous matters. Full 
ered over 300 sections relating to| time judges of the County Dis- 
county and municipal contracts. | trict and Juvenile and Domestic 


It makes avaiable to municipal- 
ities and counties the volume 


| Relations Courts will sit on a 5 
| day week basis in the courts to 


purchasing power of the State| which they are regularly assign- 
by allowing counties and muni-|ed or may be temporarily as- 
cipalities to purchase through! signed in the schedule of as- 
the State Division of Purchase| signments. Part time judges will 


and Property under its annual 
contract system. Further, it per- 
mits municipalities and counties, 
for the first time, to accept bids 
by mail. 

The draft also recommends 
that all bids be accompanied by 
an affidavit of noncollusion and 
adds a penalty for submitting a 
false affidavit. 

This recommended legislation 
is another phase of the revision 
of Title 40, 

Copies of the draft may be ob- 
tained by writing to the Com- 
mission’s counsel, Clive S. Cum- 
mis, Room 71, State House, Tren- 
ton, New Jersey. 


Air Force Lawyer 
Openings Available 


’ 


Commission In Judge Advocates 
Department Will Be Granted 





The United States Air Force is 
seeking young attorneys, under 
age 3915, for service as Air Force 
lawyers. Those accepted will be 
given officer rank and will work 
in the Judge Advocate’s Depart- 
ment. 

According to the recruiting an- 
nouncements, the Air Force Law- 
yer’s work will include every 
major field of law and ranges 
from trial work in criminal cases 
to participation in negotiations 
and drafting of agreements be- 
tween the United States and 
foreign nations. In addition to 
providing valuable practice and 
associations, it presents an excel- 
lent opportunity for a _ legal 
career in the Air Force. 

Further information may be 
obtained from the local Air Force 
Recruiting Officer. 


Authorize Public 
Defenders In N.Y. 


Public defenders for New York 





sit as scheduled according to the 
same arrangement. 

4. Motion days, except in the 
Appellate Division of the Super- 
‘ior Court, shall be Thursdays. 
| Where one County Court judge 
|covers two counties during his 
| duty period, motion days will be 
las scheduled by the Assignment 
| Judge. 
| 5. Motions shall be heard as 
| follows: 
| Appellate Division 
| Motions and emergent appeals 

will be heard at the Appellate 

Division Courtroom, 520 Broad 

Street, Newark, on days to be 

designated by judges specially 

assigned. 

Chancery Division 

General equity and matrimon- 

ial motions will be heard by 

the judge regularly assigned 
to the vicinage if on duty. If 
the regularly assigned judge 
is not on duty, chancery mo- 
tions may be heard by any 

Superior Court, Law Division, 

or County Court judge on duty 

in the county where the venue 
is laid. 

Law Divisions of the Superior 

and County Courts 

Motions may be heard by any 

Superior Court or County Court 

judge on duty in the county 

where the venue is laid. 

County District and Juvenile 

and Domestic Courts 

Motions will be heard by the 

judge on duty. 

6. During the period from July 
10 to September 1, 1961, inclusive, 
every Superior Court judge is 
| temporarily assigned to the Law 
'and Chancery Divisions and to 
| the County Court, District Court 
|and Juvenile and Domestic Re- 

lations Court of the counties 
wherein they may sit; every 
County Court judge is temporar- 
ily assigned to the Superior 
| Court, Law and Chancery Divi- 
| sions, and to the District Court 





counties with more than 100,000! and Juvenile and Domestic Re- 
population have been authorized! lations Court of the counties 
by an act passed by the New | wherein they may sit; and the 
York state legislature. The law/ senior judge of the Superior 
gives these populous counties the | Court on duty or, if none be on 
option of setting up a public de-| duty, the senior County Court 
fender system to supplant the! judge on duty shall have all the 
present method of court-ap-| powers of an Assignment Judge 
pointed attorneys, who act with-| for the counties wherein they 
out compensation except when) may sit. 





they represent an indigent ac-| /s/ Joseph Weintraub 
C.J. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





CRIMINAL LAW — Whether in 
prosecution of corporate officer 
for illegal payment of corpor- 
ate money fact that corpora- 
tion might have paid the same 
amount to others lawfully and 
hence suffered no_ treasury 
loss, or that officer believed cor- 
poration would gain by the il- 
legal use of its moneys, con- 
stitutes defense, not decided. 


APPEAL—Where Supreme Court 
on appeal from judgment of 
Appellate Division affirms 
judgment but states it was un- 
necessary for Appellate Divi- 
sion to pass on one of the is- 
sues it decided and that the 
Supreme Court expresses no 
opinion thereon, that part of 
Appellate Division expression is 
devitalized and forms no basis 
for further action. 

Digested from a per curiam 
opinion rendered June 6, 1961 
Supreme Court. State v. Croland. 
For the State Brendan T. Byrne, 
Pros. (Sanford M. Jaffe, Special 
Legal Asst Pros.). For respondent 
—Walter D. Van Riper (Van Rip- 
er & Belmont, attys). 

William Croland and Marvin 
Zalk were convicted of violation 
of N.J.S. 2A:102-3, which makes 
it a misdemeanor for any director 
or officer of a corporation to 
fraudulently take, misapply or 
misuse any of its moneys or 
property. Croland was an officer 
of the corporation involved; 
Zalk was not but was prosecuted 
as an aider and abetter of Cro- 
land. The charge arose out of 
payment of “kickbacks” in con- 
nection with the writing by the 





corporation of group insurance 
for union welfare funds. 

Croland did not appeal. Zalk 
did. On Zalk’s appeal the Appel- 
late Division concluded the evi- 
dence did not show “the neces- 
sary elements of damage or pre- 
judice to the corporation and 
fraudulent intent on the part of 
Croland toward the corporation” 
as the corporation would have 
paid out the same amount in 
commissions to any licensed 
brokers. So finding, the Appel- 
late Division held Zalk could not 
be guilty as an aider and abetter 
and directed judgment of acquit- 
tal in his favor. The Supreme 
Court granted the State’s peti- 
tion for certification and per- 
mitted Croland to file a brief 
amicus curiae and to speak at the 
argument. It affirmed the judg- 
ment of the Appellate Division 
but on a distinctly different 
ground, to wit, that there was no 
evidence Zalk knew that Croland 
acted without corporate author- 
ity. It stated expressly that since 
Croland had not appealed it was 
not necessary either below or in 
this court to pass on whether 
the evidence was sufficient to 
support a finding of a violation 
by him. 

Thereafter Croland mo’ed be- 
fore the trial court to vacate 
his conviction relying on “the 
judgment of the Appellate Divi- 
sion” in Zalk’s case. The trial 
court denied the motion. The 
Appellate Division agreed that 
its prior opinion did not warrant 
an acquittal in view of the Su- 
preme Court’s action on the Zalk 
appeal, but nonetheless held that 
justice required the trial court 
to weigh the question whether 
relief should be granted in the 
light of the Appellate Division’s 
prior expression. The State was 
then granted certification again. 


not be found because the officer 
believed the corporation would 
gain by the illegal use of its 
moneys. That question was not 
necessary to the decision in the 
Zalk appeal, was removed there- 
from, and is not necessary to the 
decision here. 

In effect Croland seeks to raise 
again the issue this court declin- 
ed to decide in the Zalk appeal. 
He is not entitled to such a be- 
lated review of the sufficiency of 
the evidence. 

Reversed and order of trial 
court reinstated. 


INSURANCE—A deliberate false- 
hood to the insurance company 
by the insured on a subject 
material to the assured’s lia- 
bility to a claimant or as to the 
company’s defense of such a 


\ 


dition in an automobile liabil- 

ity policy relieving the insurer 

of liability on such claim where 
the policy so provides. 

—A deliberate misrepresentation 
by the assured as to the ident- 
ity of the operator of the in- 
sured automobile at the time 
of an accident constitutes a 
breach of the _ cooporation 
clause entitling the insurer to 
disclaim liability on discovering 
the falsehood. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Conford, S.J.A.D. rendered June 
7, 1961. Appellate Div. Sutera v. 
Provident and Nastoi v. Provi- 
dent. For appellant — Leo D. 
Burrell (Fred W. Jung, Jr., atty). 
For respondent Nastoi — Steph- 
en Mongiello. For respondent 
Sutera — John E. Wolf (Laurence 
Wolfberg and Steisel, Gunders- 
dorf, Wolf & Sorrentino, attys). 

Defendant insured Grace Kau- 
ger for automobile liability. Her 
car was involved in a collision 
on Dec. 9, 1956. Plaintiff Nastoi 
was a passenger in the Kauger 
car and plaintiff Sutera a passen- 


claim, constitutes a breach of | 
the cooperation clause or con- | 


' | 
‘ overlooked the defense of failure 

| of cooperation and that the un-|} 
, contradicted facts bespoke fail- | 
| ure of cooperation by Mrs. Kau- | 


ger as a matter of law, thereby 


relieving defendant of any fur-| 


ther liability on the policy. 

The policy here contained the 
usual “cooperation” by assured 
conditions and that no action 


| should lie against the company | 


| unless there was full compliance 
| with all the terms of the policy. 

Cooperation and assistance of 
the insured requires a fair, frank 
and truthful disclosure of infor- 
mation reasonably demanded by 


|For respondents — Hymen B 


| the insurer for the purpose of | 


| enabling it to determine whether 


| or not there is a genuine defense 


| the assured on a subject material 
| to the assured’s liability or as to 
the company’s defense of a claim, 
constitutes a breach of the co- 
operation clause. 

| 
| of the assured’s versions was 
| false. While neither might affect 
|liability of the assured to the 


|claimant, either was material to 
| false it materially prejudiced the 


|fense the circumstances would 
; otherwise have permitted or in 
| affecting the most advantageous 
| settlement. 

| If the first version was true, 
| the company could not go to trial 
with assured apparently going to 
testify to the second version, 
contrary to her prior depositions 


its investigation and preparation 
and again this would contradict 
her prior depositions and ans- 
;wers. In either event the as- 
{sured had made herself highly 
‘vulnerable as a witness. 


; Since the assured breached the 





| or notice was served on him that 


| the defense and whichever was} anyone sought his removal. 


and answers to interrogatories. | 
If the second version was true, | 
| then the company was misled in| 


|be heard to argue the violation 


| his removal without notice and 
| an opportunity 


| policy and lost its protection, the | 


| 


Hence, a deliberate falsehood by | >Y the will of Ernest Meyer, in- 


Here, either one or the other | removal of Pollack, the trust as- 


Pee aes: 
|; company in making the best de-| plaintiff's 


Proposed New York 
Civil Practice Act 
Defeated 


The proposed New York Ciyjj 
Practice Act was defeated in the 
New York state legislature after 
strong objections were expressed 
by leaders of the bar to provi- 
sions which would have trans- 
ferred the rule making power 
now held by the courts to the 
legislature. 


(Meth, Bloom & Wood, attys) 








Mintz. 
Plaintiff Wachstein, life bene- 
ficiary under a trust established 


stituted this proceeding to re- 
move Max Pollack, one of th 
two co-trustees. 
did not ask removal of the other 
trustee but rather asked that on 


sets be turned over to Bloom. 
Bloom was not made a party to 
the proceeding and no process 


The County Court granted 
application to oust 
Pollack, and in addition, though 
Bloom was not a party, on its 
own motion, without giving him 
an opportunity to be heard, re- 
moved him also. Plaintiff ap- 
pealed. Pollack accepted the or- 
der. Bloom sought to join in the 
appeal at oral argument but per- 
mission was denied because of 
his failure to file “a timely notice 
of appeal in his own right or 
otherwise in the proceedings.’ 
The opinion further declared 
that “in view of the nature of 
plaintiff’s interest, she may not 









of the trustee’s property rights 
in the trusteeship constituted by 


to be heard 
though noting Bloom was not in 


ger in the other car. Each sued present plaintiffs are thereby de- 


court must be affirmed. The|Kauger. Defendant undertook! prived of recourse upon it, as 
time for appeal expired long ago,} the defense of those actions. In| they stand in her shoes. 
as also did the time for a motion | the course of the investigation ! Reversed with directions to en- 
for a new trial on the ground of| and preparation for trial Grace| ‘€? Judgment of dismissal. 
trial error. The Appellate Divi-; Kauger repeatedly told the at- é aa eee 
sion asked the trial court to re- psec eee and the in-| PRUSTS — A trustee has prop- 
view the matter on the basis of| yestigator that she was the driv-| ¢rty Tights in the trusteeship 
an expression by the Division in| er of the car, gave details of her) ™@king his removal without) 
the Zalk appeal which the Su-| operation and in addition swore! Metice and an opportunity to 
preme Court declined to approve.| to answers to interrogatories so| De heard a violation of due pro- 
It so declined because it enter-| stating. She made these repre-| C©S® 
tained grave doubts with respect] sentations and persisted therein; —The court may not on its own 
to that view of the statute and! though the attorney advised her| motion, without notice and an) 
the evidence. It was and is not! he had been told that a man was! Opportunity to be heard, re- 
prepared to say that the illegal} driving the car. She said the | move another trustee in an ac- | 
character of the payments was of| only persons in the car were| tion to remove a co-trustee. 
no moment merely because the) herself, Miss Nastoi and a Miss! Digested from a per curiam 
corporation might have made} Pisanello. {opinion rendered June 6, 1961. 
other equal legitimate payments| When the case was reached for} Supreme Court. In re Meyer. For 
nor that fraudulent intent could| trial and the parties were in the! appellant Cyrus J. Bloom 
=aas | Judge's chamber to discuss the] 
7 » " e | possibility of settlement, Mrs. | 
Financial Printers | Kauger then told the attorney; 
iShe could not hold back any | 
SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents || longer and had to tell the truth; 
required for filing and registration with the | that eens See been two men in| 
Securities and Exchange Commission the car also, and that one of) 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. ; them, named Esposito, had been; 


| driving and not she. Upon being) 
New Jersey Division of 


; advised of this and verifying| 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. 


|these facts the judge granted | 
| the attorney’s application for an} 
71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. 
TELEPHONE MArket 3-4994 


default in any of his duties as 
trustee. The removal was ac- 
cordingly affirmed. 

Plaintiff then appealed t 
Supreme Court as matter of right 
|under R.R. 1:2-1(a) and Bloc 
was allowed to intervene and 
participate in the proceeding. 

Held: There was no justifica- 
tion in law for the ouster of 
Bloom without notice to him an 
an opportunity to be heard. Ac 
cordingly, the order of removal 
is reversed and Bloom is reinstat 
ed as trustee. The matter is re 
manded to the County Court 
where any action questionin 
Bloom’s continuance as trv 
may be brought in accord 
with the demands of due pro- 
cess. 


| Held: The action of the trial 
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RE: Your Telephone Listing 
in the Bar Directory — 


If your telephone number has been changed to 
a 7 digit number — Please notify us at your 
earliest convenience so that we may make the 


adjournment. Soon thereafter the | proper correction in your listing. 


attorney, with leave of court,} i 
withdrew as attorney for defend-| Bar Directory Dept. 
| ant, and defendant promptly dis- | New Jersey Law Journal 
| Claimed liability on the policy on | P.O. Box 50, 

| the grounds of failure of cooper- | Mok * 

j}ation by its assured. Another atta »N.J. 
| attorney was substituted and the; 
suits proceeded to judgments for! 
Miss Nastoi and Miss Sutera! Introducing... 


Fiduciary and Court Bonds |against Mrs. Kauger. Plaintiffs 
° omiacagersltey igen i A NEW OPTIONAL PLAN OF LONG TERM 
520 BROAD STREET, NEWARK MaArket 4-0950 @) then instituted the present suits | DISABILITY INSURANCE 


| against defendant on the insur- 

|ance policy. Defendant defend- | For Members of NEW JERSEY STATE BAR ASSOCIATION and 
|ed on the grounds of fraud and ALL COUNTY ASSOCIATIONS WITH DISABILITY PLANS UNDERWRITTEN 
| failure of cooperation by its as-| BY COMMERCIAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF NEWARK, N. J. 
ADLER REPORTING SERVICE | Sured. The trial court granted|| @ LIFETIME Accident Benefits! 

| plaintiffs’ motions for judgment | @ 7 Years Sickness Benefits! 

Certified Court Reporters | on the ground there was no evi- | @ House Confinement never required! 


| dence of fraud; that there was e Weekly Indemnity up to $150.00! 35! 
FORTY EAST PARK STREET, NEWARK | liability under the policy whether | @ 25% premium reduction for Members under age 99: 


|Mrs. Kauger or Esposito was} This Plan is available to Members under Age 60 who 
+ are in good health and able to quaify. 

















NaTIONAL Surety CorRPORATION 
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Specializing in the Execution of | 

















Thirty Years of Personalized Service to the New Jersey Bench and Bar 


MArket 2-5974 |driving; that there was ample | oa a 
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ee ee ee | ee aoe | JOHN A. COUCH, JR., AGENCY, INC. 








Our stenotype reporters are notaries and qualified for all verbatim reporting Held: Disregarding the fraud, 494 BROAD STREET, NEWARK, N. J. MArket 2-4900 
| defense, it appears the court’ 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS— 
Mere knowledge by maker that 
he is signing a negotiable in- 
strument will not of itself nec- 
essarily preclude him from as- 
serting the defense of fraud in 
the factum. 

—Misunderstanding of the ident- 
ity of the payee coupled with 
deception as to the amount of 
the note may in a proper case 
support the defense of fraud 
in the factum. 

—Freedom from negligence is an 
essential element of the de- 
fense of fraud in the factum as 
against a holder in due course. 

—The standard of care imposed 
on a Signer of an instrument 
varies according to the extent 
of his awareness of the nature 
thereof 

—To sustain defense of fraud in 
factum defendant must estab- 
lish circumstances were such 
he could not reasonably have 
foreseen the effect of his signa- 
ture, or legally mitigating cir- 
cumstances in the form of his 
own physical or mental inabil- 
ity to comprehend the decep- 
tion. 

—One who is literate and know- 
ingly signs a negotiable note 
cannot sustain defense of fraud 
in the factum. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Freund, J.A.D. rendered June 6, 
1961. Appellate Div. Bancredit v. 
Bethia. For respondent — John 

Blume (Blume & Blume, 
attys). For appellants — Joseph 

DuUL 
Judgment in favor of the plain- 

tiff against the adult defendant 

on a promisory note was affirm- 
ed. Rehearing was allowed on 
the issue of fraud in the factum 

h was asserted by this de- 
fendant. 

The question raised is as to the 

ifficiency for this defense of the 
alleged misunderstanding of the 
dentity of the payee (defend- 
ant believed it to be Beneficial 

Loan when it was in fact Chip- 

py’s, and, by express assignment, 

Bancredit) as well as his pro- 






fessed deception as to the amount 


of the note. The court is Satis- 
ed that defendant knew he was 
signing a negotiable promisory 
or at least a paper for a 

n to be paid in installments. 


Held: In N. J. Mtg. v. Dorsey, | 


60 N. J. Super. 299, affd 33 N.J. 
448, the defense of fraud in the 
factum was defined as “such 
fraud in the procurement of the 
execution of a bill or note as re- 
Sults in the signers being ignor- 
ant of the nature of the instru- 
ment he signed.” (Emphasis 
added). The question here rais- 
ed is whether the maker’s know- 
ledge merely of the negotiable 
character of a note conclusively 
establishes awareness of its “na- 
ture” and thus precludes asser- 


tion of the defense of fraud in the | 


factum, and further, if not, 
whether the defense was here 
sustained. 

The defense presents an in- 
termingling of contract and tort 
principles. The basic principle 
is that there must be a “meeting 
of the minds” to support an en- 
forceable contract. Thus, where 
the signer of an instrument has 
been led to believe and does be- 
lieve he is signing something 
other than a note, he has not in 
fact assented to the obligation 
represented by the paper. But, 
the signing by the maker is at 
least an outward manifestation 
of assent and, as against a hold- 
er in due course, brings into play 
considerations of equity phrased 
in terms of negligence. The 
Signer must in such a situation 
have exercised the caution of a 
reasonable prudent man to de- 
termine 
paper he signs if the defense is 
to be available against a holder 
in due course. Thus, the extent 
of the care required, will vary ac- 
cording to the extent of his actual 
awareness of the nature of the 
instrument he was in fact sign- 
ing. Where he does not intend 
to evidence a legal obligation, 
he is under a lesser duty of care 
than where he does mean to 
do so; and where he fully in- 
tends to bind himself on a note 
he is under a duty to exercise 
the highest degree of care. 

The view has been expressed 
that when a signer knows he is 
signing a negotiable instrument, 
that deprives him of a claim of 
ignorance of the “essential char- 
acter” of the instrument and 
therefore of the defense of fraud 
in the factum, in spite of ex- 


cusable deception as to certain} 


contractual details. This court 
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the character of the| able paper 


| or to produce proof of mitigating 


| 
does not necessarily subscribe to 
this position. | 

The defense of fraud in the fac- 
tum goes to the very substance of 
the contract, and the identity of 
the contractee as well as the 
quantum of the obligation, are 
essential components of the 
agreement. Fraudulent identifi- 
cation of the payee, especially 
when considered in conjunction 
with misrepresentations as to 
amount, can reasonably be in- 
terpreted as misstatements of an 
“essential term” of the contract. 
Therefore, absent negligence, the 
intent to sign a note to another 
payee for a lesser amount would 
| not itself as a matter of law pre- 
|clude the defense of fraud in 

the factum. 

| But, as stated, the elements of 
knowledge and negligence are 
interwined and the fact that the 
signer knew he inscribed a nego- 
| tiable document places on him 
|}a higher degree of care in ascer- 
taining its operative details. It 
is the failure of the defendant 
here to demonstrate proper exer- 
cise of that duty which requires 
reaffirmance of the judgment 
against him. 

The burden of establishing 
freedom from negligence is an 
essential ingredient of the de- 
fense. Implicit in this is the 
obligation of the signer to estab- 
lish that the circumstances and 
|representations were so far re- 
| moved from the realm of negoti- 
that he could not 
|reasonably have foreseen or ob- 
served the effort of his signature, 











|circumstances in the form of 
|his own physical or mental in- 
‘ability to comprehend the essence 
of the deception. Such factors 
would be blindness, illiteracy, un- 
familiarity with the English lan- 
guage, low general intelligence 
and the like. 

Here, defendant was aware at 
least of the general nature of 
the paper and has presented no 
evidence of mitigating circum- 
stances. The evidence, on the 
contrary is, he knew he was sign- 
ling a negotiable instrument and 
was literate. Ordinarily, one who, 
though able to read, signs a ne- 
gotiable instrument in reliance 
on false representations as to its 
character, is deemed negligent 
as a matter of law, thus preclud- 
ling the defense of fraud in the 
factum; a fortiori, this would be 
so where, as here, the signer is 
aware of the negotiable quality 
of the note and is misled only 
as to certain of its details. 
| On the factors here present, it 
{must be concluded that as a 
|matter of law defendant did 
| not establish freedom from neg- 
| ligence and failed to sustain his 
| defense. 





| WORDS AND PHRASES — The 
| word “resident” has varied 
meanings and_ significations 
| dependent on the connection 
in which it occurs and the re- 
sult designed to be accomplish- 
| ed by its use. 
| UNSATISFIED CLAIM AND 
| JUDGMENT FUND — To qual- 
fy for payment from the fund 
as a “resident”, there must be 
a degree of permanence in the 
claimant’s habitation in the 
state in contrast with the sit- 
| uation where he is merely 
| transiently staying at a given 
address with the formed intent 
of shortly going elsewhere. 
|—Held, Oklahoma student who 
spent and was spending short 





part of summer vacations in 

New Jersey when injured is not 

a “resident” of New Jersey. 

Digested from an opinion by | 
| Price, SJ.A.D., rendered June 7,| 
|1961. Appellate Div. Continos v. 
| Parsekian. For appellant — Jos- 
;}eph E. Zavesky (Mead, Gleeson, 
Hansen & Pantages, attys). For 
respondent — Annamy T. Shep- 
pard (William O. Barnes, Jr. 
atty). 

The question is whether plain- 
tiff was a “resident” of this 
state when he was struck by a 
“hit and run” driver so as to be a 
“qualified person” for payment 
from the Unsatisfied Claim and 








Judgment Fund _ within’ the 
meaning of N.J.S.A. 39:6-62. The 
District Court decided in the neg- 
ative ant&-plaintiff appeals. 

Plaintiff is a citizen of Greece 
here on a student visa. He ar- 
rived in the summer of 1956, vis- 
ited a friend in New Jersey for 
a brief period, and spent the re- 
mainder of the summer with his 
sister in New York. From there 
he went to school in Oklahoma. 
During the summer of 1957 he 
worked in New York, visited for a 
short time in New Jersey, and 
then returned to Oklahoma. He 
returned East after the close of 
the school year and from June 1, 
1958 to June 14, when the acci- 
dent occurred, worked at a rest- 
aurant in New York and had 
lodging in a rented room in New- 
ark. Following confinement for 
his injuries he secured a job ata 
summer hotel in New York about 
July 15 where he stayed for the 
remainder of the summer, re- 
turning to school in the fall. At 
the end of the school year in 1959 
he secured employment in Eliza- 
beth, New Jersey and stayed with 
friends here for about a month. 
He spent the remainder of the 
1959 summer in New York. 

Held: While the statute is to 
be liberally construed to advance 
its social purpose, due regard is 
also to be given to protection of 
the Fund against abuse. 

It is settled that a person can 
have only one domicile but can 
have several residences. The 
word residence has varied mean- 
ings and significations depend- 
ent on the connection in which 
it occurs and the result designed 
to be accomplished by its use. 
These factors determine whether 
it is to be given a broad or re- 
stricted construction. 

Implicit in the term, as used 
in the statute here, is a degree 
of permanence in contrast with 
the situation which obtains when 


a person is merely transiently | 
staying at a given address and| 
intention of| 
Mere | 
presence in a place unaccompan-| 


with the formed 
shortly going elsewhere. 


| 
| Bar Dues Increased 
| Annual bar dues in Iowa and 
|Oregon will be increased this 
| year. Effective July 1, 1961, The 
Iowa State Bar Association’s 
eal will pay $35 a year if 
| they have been admitted to the 
| bar for more than five years, 
}and $20 if they have been ad- 
| mitted for less than five years. 
| Under a bill which passed both 
houses of the Oregon legislature 
| last month, membership in the 
|/Oregon State Bar will now be 
| $50 a year. 
lied with any intention to remain 
| there for any length of time, 
; does not constitute a residence. 
Plaintiff’s proofs fall short of 
establishing that the situation 
here is any more than that. 
Plaintiff failed to prove he was 
a “resident” of this state within 
the meaning of the statute. 
Affirmed. 
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LOANS 


Complete residential fi- 
nancing at the best rates 
available. We cover the 
entire state of New Jersey 
with FHA and V.A. mort- 
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SAVINGS 


Legal for trusts, estate, 
corporation and partner- 
ship accounts. Savings in- 
sured up to $10,000 by the 
Federal Savings and Loan 
Insurance Corporation. 
Save-by-mail. We pay post- 
age both ways. 
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THE CITIZEN'S ROLE IN COMBATTING CRIME 











Voice of the Bar 


Comment and Criticism Invited 








Editor, New Jersey Law Journal 

I would like to suggest that the 
Essex County Board of Freehold- 
ers or other officials consider a 


for attorneys’ use while attend- 


{ing to their business before the 


|curt words. 


various courts centralized in the 
Essex County Court House, the 
Essex County Hall of Records, 
and the Essex County District 
Court. 


As most lawyers have already 
found out, it is virtually impos- 
sible to get a parking space in 
the parking lot behind the Essex 
County District Court. Quite fre- 
quently, we have been turned 
away with rude remarks and 
It has reached the 
point for some attorneys where 
the most dreadful and difficult 


|part of our court appearance is 
|the effort to park our automo- 


A presentment was handed up to the Assignment Judge of 


Essex County on May 22, 1961, charging a highly organized and 
widespread conspiracy to violate the gambling laws of the State 
of New Jersey. The special Grand Jury sat for 10 weeks and heard 
approximately 100 witnesses. Of the 13 
against 10 men, most were for “false swearing”, reflecting some of 
the difficulties encountered in ascertaining the facts. Whether 
fear of reprisal or punishment for their own complicity motivated 
the witnesses now accused of false swearing, suppression of crime 
is thwarted when the facts cannot be learned. 

The presentment blames widespread public apathy of all citi- 
zens for open violations of the gambling laws, and states that citi- 
zens from all levels of society support these illegal activities. 


many citizens place fantastic sums of money in the hands of in- 
dividuals least concerned with the public interest and the com- 
munity welfare. The organized gambler was found to be a “loan 
shark” in many cases, and close cooperation between gamblers 
and loan sharks appears to exist. 

Lack of community education is recited as the core of the 
problem, and the special obligation of the press to inform and 
arouse the citizens regarding the nature and scope of the conspir- 
acy of gamblers and loan sharks is stressed as the principal recom- 
mendation of this special Grand Jury. 

Other means of improving the administration of justice were 
recommended. Worthy of immediate consideration by our legis- 
lature, or by our Courts where possible, are methods to obtain 
continuity of investigation by a special Grand Jury empaneled for 
an indefinite term; enactment of an Immunity Statute to unseal 
the lips of those who fear the truth will subject them to prosecu- 
tion; making the illegal bettor criminally responsible;° and enact- 
ment of a Wiretapping Statute, perhaps patterned after the New 
York law on this subject. The latter is a subject of considerable 
controversy and varied views. 

A recommendation favoring legislation requiring all persons 
in the business of lending money to be licensed and registered by 
the Department of Banking and Insurance was also made. 
ever. we believe the loan shark problem, which in essence means 
the charging of excessive interest, should be given much further 
study before a specific cure is attempted. 

It is easy to say the legislature should try to meet at least 
some of the problems adverted to in the presentment. Legalized 


indictments returned | 


How- | 


lotteries and off-track betting, as a means of control and revenue, | 


have been suggested, but the criminal element is always ready to 


“muscle in’ and so such legislation does not appear to be the| 


answer. This common enemy must be met and controlled in any 
event, and law enforcement cannot succeed without the whole 
hearted and fearless cooperation of our citizens. Unfortunately, 
“what is everybody’s business is nobody’s business” still holds true, 
and no final solution is possible until a real crusade against the 
evils dealt with in the presentment is undertaken. The Essex 
County Police Administrators Association, composed of the elected 
or appointed police directors of the various municipalities, is well- 
cognizant of this need. It is in the process of organizing in each 
municipality a ‘Citizens’ Advisory Committee for Law Observance.” 
Here is an effort that deserves full support in every town. Such 
committees, if they operate effectively. can make a substantial 
contribution in stimulating respect for law in areas where many 
otherwise respectable persons unwittingly contribute to many types 
of crime, organized and unorganized. 

















Urges Continued Constructive Criticism 
Of State Judiciaries 





“Responsible, independent and 
informed criticism of any state 
judiciary, small or large, from the | 
law office and the law school 
needs to be encouraged rather 
than suppressed,” the Hon. Frank 
R. Kenison, Chief Justice of the 
New Hampshire Supreme Court, 
told Boston University law grad- | 
uates. 

Speaking in Boston at the Uni- | 


son said that the law will be kept 
fresh and clean because “the 
appellate advocate and the law 
school are continually examining 
and re-examining the rough edg- 
es in the application of legal doc- 
trine from case to case.” 
Hopeful that the appellate ad- 
vocate and scholar will contin- 


ually remind the modern state | 


judge of the necessity for humil- 


biles safely and within reason- 
able distance of the courthouse. 
Very truly yours, 
Max Klayman 


ABA Ethics Committee 
Cautions Bar On Misuse 
Of Law Day 


On the heels of the most suc- 
cessful Law Day USA observance 
thus far, the Committee on Pro- 
fessional Ethics of the American 
Bar Association has 
word of caution to individual 
lawyers and law firms NOT to use 
Law Day as an occasion for ad- 
vertising lawyers’ services or ex- 
tolling lawyers as individuals. 

The Ethics Committee handed 





The | down an opinion disapproving a 
‘ < ‘ets : , | pri Law Day USA “message” 
facts indicated that while rationalizing the morality of their acts, | printed Law y — 


which had been prepared by a 
leading greeting card company, 
for sale nationally to lawyers and 
law firms. It was the company’s 
intention that the message would 
carry the imprint of the purchas- 
ing law firm’s name and address, 
and be mailed to clients of the 
firm, although the distribution 
was discretionary with the law 
firm. The message dealt with 
the objectives of Law Day but 
would be signed by the lawyer 
sending it. 

Pointing out that Law Day 
USA was conceived as an educa- 
tional effort to better acquaint 
Americans with the place of law 
in American life, the opinion said 
the printed message emanating 
from individual law firms 
“smacks of commercialism” and 
that it was inconsistent with 
Canon 27 prohibiting professional 
advertising. 

The opinion also noted that the 
greeting card firm, in offering 
the prepared printed message, 
sent a memo to its sales repre- 
sentatives stating in part: “Be- 
cause of their (lawyers’) code of 
ethics, there isn’t much advertis- 
ing they can use and this mailing 
piece will help build recognition 
and prestige.” 

While some of the prepared 
messages were distributed by the 
firm well in advance of this 
year’s Law Day, and presumably 
some were used by lawyers, a 
general national sales effort was 
withheld voluntarily by the 
greeting card company pending 
the opinion of the Ethics com- 
mittee. Ethics Chairman James 
L. Shepherd, Jr., of Houston, said 
a majority of the committee ap- 
proved the opinion. 





icial history is replete with in- 
stance where a catch phrase, or 
an appealing analogy, or a rhet- 
orical flourish has led to later 
confusion and misunderstanding. 

Judges need to be warned of 
this danger,” he said, and he call- 
ed it significant that college law 
deans are the ones today who call 
for the “conscious reasoned an- 
alysis” that must be given a 
judge’s dictum of yesterday be- 


versity’s annual Law Day and_,ity in his work and in his opin-j; fore it becomes the law of to- 
hooding ceremony, Justice Keni- | ions”, Justice Kenison said, “Jud- | morrow. 


Jamaican Justice 
KINGSTON, JAMAICA WI — 


There is a saying among this is- | 


land’s legal fraternity that “Ja- 
maica has only one law for the 
rich and the poor but the poor 


‘have two lawyers.” 
| program to provide parking space 


This refers to the fact that in 


|certain cases where the gove- 


issued a/| 


| 


ernment supplies legal assistance 
to those unable to pay, the pro- 
cedure is for two lawyers to re- 
view the case before trial and 
not just one. 

But it demonstrates the metic- 
ulous care that is taken here to 
insure equal justice for all, based 
upon the historic and time hon- 
ored system of English jurispru- 
dence. And it further demon- 
strates that although they are 
separated by less than 100 miles 
of the blue Caribbean, Jamaica 
and Cuba are literally worlds a- 
part when it comes to seeing that 
their respective citizens are 
given justice. 


May Appeal to Queen’s Council | 


Any Jamaican - rich or poor - 
may ultimately appeal his con- 
viction of a major crime to the 


| highest court of the Common- 


|wealth - 


Her Majesty’s Privy 
Council in London. 

Trial by jury is assured here 
in all but minor cases - criminal 


}and civil actions involving less 


than $1,000, motor vehicle viola- 
tions and the like. 

The island’s Judges, with the 
exception of Justices of the 
Peace, are appointed by a Judi- 
cial Commission from the ranks 
of Civil Servants without any 
form of political intervention or 
influence. 

Lawyers are divided, as in Eng- 
land, into two groups—Solicitors 
and Barristers. The former are 
work-a-day lawyers who per- 
form the usual range of profes- 
Sional services to their clients. 
Barristers are trial lawyers who 
appear in the courts to argue 
cases. 

In addition to state-provided 
legal help for those accused of 
serious crimes who are unable 
to pay for the lawyer, the pro- 
fession here, through voluntary 
agreement, provides legal help 
to the poor. 


Plenty of Lawyers 

Although Jamaica is struggling 
against a shortage of doctors and 
various other professional skills, 
there are plenty of qualified law- 
yers on the island and in the 
West Indies generally. This is ex- 
plained by the interest among 
Jamaicans in the law and in the 
processes of debate and the prep- 
aration of arguments, whether 
in connection with law, politics, 
labor, or any other activity. 

Preparation for the law follows 
the English system. The equiva- 
lent of two years of college is re- 
quired for solicitors, plus five 


Middlesex Bar Annual 
Meeting Tonight 


The annual meeting and elec- 
tion of officers of the Middlesex 
County Bar Association will 
held this evening at 6:30 P.M. 
the Oak Hills Manor in Metuch- 
en. Following the annual cus- 
tom, all paid members will bé 
the guests of the association 
the dinner. 

The officers nominated for the 
coming year are: 

Aldona E. Appleton, Pres. 

Warren W. Wilentz, 1st V.P. 

Ab L. Motolinsky, 2nd V.-P. 

E. James Ferrara, 3rd V.P. 

C. Christian Stockel, Secy. 

Schuyler C. Van Cleef, Treas 

Samuel Adler, Albert Barclay, 
David Goldsmith, Edward J. San- 
toro, John Everett, Harold J 
Sklarew, Ishmael Sklarew an 
Leon Semer, Trustees. 

Ex-officio members of the 
Board will be Daniel L. Golden 
retiring president of the Middle- 
sex County Bar, David Pavlovsky, 
Pres., Perth Amboy Bar Assn 
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;and C. John Stroumtsos, Pres, 


years of apprenticeship in a so-| 


licitor’s office. Half way through 
the apprenticeship he must pass 
an examination set by the Law 
Society in England and he must 
also pass a final Law Society ex- 
amination at the end of the five 
years. 

The would-be-solicitor has the 
option of going to England and 
obtaining a degree, in which case 
he need only spend a three year 
apprenticeship in a solicitor’s 
office. 

Barristers, on the other hand, 
must go to England for their 
training for three years and 
spend a year in the office of a 
Barrister there. 

The adequate supply of legal 
talent here has developed in 
spite of the fact that the Uni- 
versity College of the West In- 
dies does not have a law school. 

A jury selection system under 
which a broad segment of the 
population is called for jury duty 
is cited by observers as the rea- 
son for widespread respect for 
law and order among Jamaicans. 
“They participate in making the 
law work and this makes even 
the most humble and poor a 
part of the system.” 


New Brunswick Bar Ass’n. 
Douglas M. Hicks, President of 

the New Jersey State Bar Assoc- 

iation will install the new offi 


Bar Urged To Recruit 
Candidates For Federal 
Judicial Posts 


President Whitney North Sry- 
mour of the American Bar Assov- 
iation is suggesting that state 
and local bar associations 1 
a more active part in recruiting 
well-qualified candidates for fed- 
eral judgeships. At the pre 
time, there are 95 federal judzge- 
ships to be filled—73 created 5; 
the bill recently passed by Con- 
gress and 22 current vacancies 

Mr. Seymour noted that 
presents an unusual opportun:ty 
for bar associations to recom- 
mend candidates of high qu: 
to the Justice Department for 
appointment to the federal 
bench. He discussed this oppor- 
tunity before a meeting of mid- 
west bar officials in connection 
with the ABA regional meeting 


in Indianapolis last month, and 
also before a meeting of The Bar 
Association of the District 
Columbia. 

In effect, President Seymou 
said: 1) The role of the Ameri- 
can Bar Association Commi 


on the Federal Judiciary is lim- 
ited to passing upon the quaii- 
fications of prospective appoin- 
tees submitted to it by the Jus- 
tice Department, and not to pro- 
pose qualified candidates: 2 
tate and local bar associati 
however, are not under any such 
limitations, and they can 
should look for top quality jud:- 
cial prospects in their jurisdic- 
tions, and actively advocate ne 
appointment of such candidates 
to the administration. He point- 
ed out that such outstanding 
judges as Learned Hand 
Harold R. Medina were brouch 
to the federal bench by bar &s- 
sociation initiative. 


Solodar To Head Orange 
Bar Ass'n 


The Bar Association of Orange 
held its spring meeting on June 
7, 1961, at which meeting 
officers of the Association 
the year 1961-1962 were ele 

The new officers are as foll 
Ralph N. Solodar Presi 
Ralph T. Doyle Vice-Presi 
Edward G. Gerardo 
Alfonso C. Viscione 4 

The outgoing President, Juc 
Ovid J. Colalillo, was elected 
a Trustee of the Association _ 











County Judge Charles S. Barrett. 
Jr.. who addressed the meetne 

The President-Elect, Ralp! 
Solodar, outlined the progran 
the ensuing year and stated that 
it was his aim to sponsor 2 pro- 
gram for continuing legal edu- 
cation, nD 






including lectures and 


| workshops. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


SUBDIVISION — MUNICIPAL 
LAW — Tentative approval of 
a subdivision expires under 
N.J.S.A. 40:55-1.1 et seq. in 
three years. 

—Relief from denial by Planning 
Board of application for final 
approval of subdivision must 
be sought by appeal to Town- 
ship Committee under N.J.S.A. 
40:55-1.19 and suit within the 
time prescribed by R.R. 4:88-15. 

—A contract with a developer 
under which the municipality 
purports to permit subdivision 
on certain conditions without 
following the statutory proced- 
ure for same, or agrees to re- 
zoning or to restrictions on its 
zoning power, is ultra vires and 
void. 

—A municipality has no legal 
right to impose on a developer 
as a condition of granting him 
temporary or final approval of 
a proposed subdivision that he 
supply or pay for a school or 
school facilities. 

JUDGMENTS — CONTRACTS — 
\{ contract which is illegal and 
void cannot acquire legal val- 
idity by being incorporated in 
a consent judgment. 

—A consent judgment based on 
an illegal and void contract 
will be set aside. 

MUNICIPAL LAW — ESTOPPEL 
—While estoppel may be urged 
against a public body where 
the body had authority to make 
the contract but did not prop- 
erly exercise its power, estoppel 
does not apply where the con- 
tract was ultra vires and void 
ab initio as being beyond the 
body’s power. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Halpern, J.S.C., rendered June 8, 
] Superior Court, Law Div. 
Midtown v. Madison. For plain- 


|encompassed 5800 lots consist- 


plats and other documents with 
| the Planning Board for final ap- 
proval. The Board, and there- 
after the Township Committee, 
refused approval on the ground 
the consent judgment was illegal 
and void. This provoked the two 
motions now considered. 

Held: Under N.J.S.A. 40:55-1.1 
et seq the tentative approval 
granted plaintiff protected it 
from changes in the general 
terms and conditions thereof for 
a period of 
pired Sept. 29, 





division of the entire tract. One 
of the conditions was that plain- 
tiff furnish certain land and 
school facilities. The approval 


ent with the then minimum 65’ 
by 100’ requirement. 

On July 28, 1956 the township 
amended its zoning ordinance 
increasing minimum lot require- 
ment. On April 17, 1957 plain- 
tiff applied to the Planning 
Board for final approval of 129 
lots. The application failed to 
meet the school facilities condi- 
tion and others and the Board 
took no action. On May 15, 1957 
plaintiff again applied for final 
approval for 129 lots. On May) tiff is not entitled to any relief 
20, 1957 the zoning ordinance | because it did not exhaust its ad- 
was again amended further in- | ministrative remedies as provid- 
creasing minimum lot sizes. Onjed in NJ.S.A. 40:55-1.19 after 
June 19, 1957 the Planning Board} rejection of its application for 


1958. 


made within that period except 
for the 129 lots, its right to final 
approval m the remainder 
lapsed. As to the 129 lots, plain- 





denied final approval of the 129) final approval and in addition | 


lots. Plaintiff took no appeal to| did not institute suit within the 
the Township Committee and time limited by R.R. 4:88-15. 
sought no relief until Nov. 27,; Plaintiff contends, however, 
1957 when it instituted the pres-|that it obtained vested rights 
ent suit to compel defendants; by the consent judgment entitl- 
to give final approval to the 129 | ing it to proceed in accordance 
lots and for other relief. No} with the terms of the contract. 
formal application for final ap-/| But the contract was illegal and 
proval of the remainder of the | void on its face. It was an at- 
tract was made. tempt to do by contract what can 
The suit lay dormant. On July | only be done by following statu- 
tory procedure for subdivision 
and was a prostitution of the zon- 
ing power delegated to the town- 


7 


27, 1959, plaintiff and defendants | 
purported to enter into a written | 
agreement setting forth the| 
terms under which plaintiff|ship for the special benefit of 
could proceed with the develop-| Plaintiff. Since the contract was 
ment. This agreement became | illegal and void, having it incor- 
the basis of the consent judg- | porated into a consent judgment 
ment. The trial judge took no} cannot breathe legal life to it. 
testimony, nor does it appear he; The contract was an attempt to 
even knew what the agreement/| cast aside all statutory and or- 
provided. | dinance requirements for plan- 
In reliance on this agreement | ning, subdivision and zoning and 
and judgment, plaintiff spent| make a special deal with plain- 
approximately $200,000, mostly in| tiff. This is contrary to law and 
engineering fees. The contract | cannot be done. 
| R.R. 4:62-2 permits a court to 


three years. This ex- | 
Since no} 
application for final approval was | 


_ Highli 


~ 


| Federal Wage-Hour Law Amendments 


ghted 





Frank B. Mercurio, Regional 
Director of the U. S. Labor De- 
partment’s Wage and Hour and 
Public Contracts Divisions, urges 
New York and New Jersey em- 
ployers to give thought now to 
the Fair Labor Standard Amend- 





next September 3, when these 


and Hour Law become effective. 

According to Regional Director 
Mercurio, the major provisions of 
the amendments are: 

(1) An increase in the mini- 
mum hourly wage from the pre- 
sent $1.00 to $1.15, as of Septem- 
ber 3, and two years later, to 
$1.25, for employees already cov- 
ered by the Fair Standards Act. 


ue to apply, to employees engag- 


production of goods for inter- 
state commerce, unless specifi- 
cally exempt. 

(2) Extension of the Act’s cov- 
erage to all employees of large 
enterprises engaged in interstate 
commerce or the production of 
goods for interstate commerce. 
Most of these are in the retail or 
service trades. Also included are 
many gasoline service stations, 


tems, and construction enter- 
prises. In addition, coverage will 
apply to any other enterprise 
which has employees engaged in 


for commerce, that has a sales 
volume of not less than $1 mil- 
lion a year. 

(3) Newly covered employees 
will be entitled to minimum wage 
pay of at least $1.00 an hour, for 
three years beginning September 
3. The fourth year, their mini- 


ments of 1961, so they will be! 
ready to come into compliance by | 


amendments to the Federal Wage | 


The Act applies, and will contin- | 


ed in interstate commerce or the) 


local or interurban transit sys-| 


commerce or production of goods | 


| receives at least $250,000 in goods 
|for resale which move or have 
moved across State lines. If, 
however, an establishment of a 
retail chain has annual sales of 
less than $250,000, its employees 
; Will be exempt. 

Such establishments as hotels, 
motels, restaurants, hospitals, 
movies, and a few other service 
establishments, as well as “mom 
and pop” stores, continue to be 
exempt. There is also a mini- 
mum wage and overtime exemp- 
tion for any retail or service firm 
primarily engaged in _ selling 
autos, trucks or farm imple- 
ments. Mr. Mercurio added that 
an exemption now applicable to 
retail or service establishments 
will continue in effect for such 
enterprises with less than $1 
million annual sales. 

As to gasoline service stations, 
their employees will be due min- 
imum wage pay, but are exempt 
from overtime, if the station has 
|an annual gross volume of sales 
amounting to at least $250,000. 

Another newly covered cate- 
gory includes any construction 
or reconstruction enterprise with 
an annual volume of business 
amounting to not less than 
$350,000. The final extension of 
| new coverage includes any estab- 
lishment of any other kind of 
enterprise, which has employees 
engaged in commerce or produc- 
tion of goods for commerce, if 
the enterprise’s annual volume 
of sales is not less than $1 mil- 
lion. 

Regional Director Mercurio 
also said that the 1961 Amend- 
ments eliminate or modify some 
exemptions contained in the 
current Act. For instance, sea- 
men and employees of seafood 


— Heller & Laiks. For de- in effect provided that it was to} mum will be $1.15, and the fifth, ; 
fendant Township — Harold G. be the approved subdivision and/| relieve a party from a judgment} sj 95. processors will be entitled to 
: Smith. For defendant Planning the township would adopt any|if the judgment is void or for] mr. Mercurio added that the ™inimum wage pay. Most switch- 
Board — John J. Salvest. necessary ordinances to imple-| ‘any other reason justifying re-| act’s overtime pay provisions, board operators will be subject 
to both minimum wage and over- 


Plaintiff seeks to specifically 
enforce a consent judgment en- 
tered on Sept. 9, 1959 and de- 


tha 


ment it and conform thereto,|lief from the operation of the 

and would designate zones there- | judgment .. .”. Further, our cases 
y : . | _ ic h + 9 > ri 

in, and that plaintiff was to have| establish that a court will set 


which require not less than time 
and one-half the employee’s 
regular rate for all hours worked 


time pay provisions. 
Mr. Mercurio invites employers 
and workers to contact the Divi- 


: fendants seek to vacate the judg- final approval on complying/aside a void judgment at any} over 40 a week, continue to be| 22¢ W° atenee 
nt therewith, and that the town-| time unless some equitable prin- applicable to workers who are| =0n’s local office if they have 
: Plaintiff owns a large tract of ship would not adopt any ordin-| ciple calls for some contrary ac-| already covered and nonexempt.| 27Y question about the amended 
Z i in defendant township. ances changing the terms of the| tion. The mere fact that the con-| For newly covered workers, un- Act. Local offices in New Jersey 
are at the Federal Bldgs. in 





In 1954 the township adopted 
Master Plan and created a 
nning Board. On Sept. 29, 1955 


ed tentative approval of a sub- 





tract took the changed form of a 


contract, and that the contract} 5 
judgment does not make it good. 


terms would govern over any} 
ordinances or building codes for| Plaintiff argues defendants are 
a period of 7 years. estopped from raising the issue 
In Feb. 1961 plaintiff filed its| of illegality since it spent $200,000 

: in reliance on the contract and 














71-73 CLINTON 


JAMES E. FLETCHER, Manager 


LAW PRINTERS 


New Jersey Division of 


PANDICK PRESS, INC. 


TELEPHONE MArket 3-4994 


judgment. An estoppel may be 
urged against a public body 
|where it has authority to make 
the contract but because of some 
technicality has not properly ex- 
ercised its power—such does not 


Specialists 
APPENDICES AND 
BRIEFS ON APPEAL 


The contract of July 27, 1959 is 
| void and the judgment of Sept. 
9, 1959 will be set aside. 

While the issue of plaintiff pro- 
viding schools or paying for same 
as provided in the contract and 
tentative approval was not rais- 


STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. 





less specifically exempt, time and 
one-half will be due for hours 
worked beyond 44 a week, begin- 
ning September 3, 1963; beyond 
42 a week, a year later; and after 
40 a week in 1965. 

Referring to the newly protect- | 
ed workers, Mr. Mercurio said} 
coverage extends to all employees | 
of any enterprise which has one} 
or more retail or service estab- 
lishments with a gross annual} 


Newark and Trenton. 
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ed or argued by the parties, be- 
cause of the public importance | 
| thereof, the court expresses its) 
|opinion that a municipality has 
no legal right to impose such a} 
|condition upon a developer in|} 




















A fully annotated work on present-day 
methods of fact finding, written especially 
for the practicing attorney .. . 


The latest unit of the 


NEW JERSEY PRACTICE SERIES 


it ut | granting him temporary or final | 
KILLS AND METHODS approval of a proposed subdivi- Here — In One Volume — You Get Everything On: 
e |sion. The power given to a mun- | 
e BALLISTICS .,.. BLOOD GROUPING .. . DERMAL NITRATE TESTS .. . DIAGRAMS 


icipality to impose conditions on | 
a developer stems from NWJ.S.A. 
40:55-1.20, 1.21, 1.22. There is no- | 


- . « DRAWINGS . . . DRUNKOMETER . . . ELECTROCARDIOGRAMS .. . 
ELECTRONICS ELECTRO-ENCEPHALOGRAMS .. . EXPERIMENTS .. . 
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SPECTOGRAPHIC ANALYSIS . . . SPEED DETECTION .. . STIPULATIONS ... 
TAPE RECORDINGS ... TESTS ... TOXICOLOGY . . . TRUTH SERUM... . 
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edited by former Justice Henry E. Ackerson, Jr., and Judge 
- Ervin S. Fulop though only recently published has already 
3 had state-wide approval. The three books in 49 chapters || thing in these statutes which! 
are conveniently divided into four main divisions: would authorize or justify the| 
¢ Part I Specific Court and Administrative Procedures ee ee 
r Part II Wills, Estates and Guardianships 

Part III Real Property 


Part IV Business Transactions 


“SKILLS AND METHODS” is a needed reference work 
which covers many phases of the law available in no other 
way. The three volumes will be useful to every lawyer 
and should be on every New Jersey lawyer’s desk. 








Announcement 





Emanuel Gersten has opened | 
an additional office at 21-23 Main | 

| St., Newton. He will continue} 
| his present offices at 1313 Liberty | 
Ave., Hillside. 


LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY 
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NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY 
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H which have been created in order | wise, therefore, for an attorney, test. The number of electrodes 
Medicolegal Aspects Of Electroencephalography to make the rule workable. Ex-|in laying the groundwork for in-'| used, the operation of the elec- h 
; Fay amples of this are the two ex-| troduction of medical testimony, troencephalograph machine 
By John W. Hayden, Jr.* {case which may ultimately go| ceptions which different courts| and to strengthen his presenta-, record electrical impulses from — 
The results of electroenceph- | to trial, the use of electroenceph-| have found that will allow both|tion and prepare for cross-ex- different leads, the length vic 
alograph tests have been used in| alograph tests must be consid-|the electroencephalogram and|amination, to elicit from the time in each position, and cir- mt 
court in two types of cases: in| ered both from what they tell us| testimony by the doctor inter-| technician a brief description of cumstances which may have oc- en 
civil matters where it is alleged about our client as an individual] preting the test to be admitted! the circumstances surrounding curred during the test, will al! res 
— re ee lee ast gety and how “fd may as part of the proof at a trial. | the taking of the test. An alert affect the weight of the test re- hl 
cog oi enc patie eit be . ee a e time Some courts apply the same | technician would have been sults. Complete familiarity With co 
brain disorder or that such a| The basic rule of law with standards for admission of an|aware O° these, and prog Pc ee peace a SS vig of 
pre-existing condition was ag-| which we have to cope in deal- il ge Pari a — maser ag a ee agreed sage tego iiygod : 
gravated as a result of trauma; ling with electroencephalograph eee ee “or ca . ee ee — 
and in criminal matters where | tests is the “Hearsay” rule. Sim- ay ee Je. i mereeton of Seams aitae i pace as 
th | ese tate ony -SIM-| Other courts permit the tracing| the patient may have due to @Vidence of the report or graph 
e defendant maintained that) ply, this rule states that a person or report of an electroencephalo- | ignoran f the test d (9) The use of special tests 
whatever act he is charged with| may testify at trial as to matters — ; PnP elrngan air e ™ - a ee F = ate 
wax performed as a result of|within his own personal know- graphic or similar medical study | This is routine with good tech- the patient. To insure complete 
taiiebey, 2 ended an dieek of | letiee mat ae aa Gea Gees to be admitted into evidence by | nicians, and is a matter on which results, various phases of spe- Fe. 
ap en ginal timate 9h set Sh alien eee Rae coe sige the trial court where the require-| they should be able to testify, cial test procedures must be en- i 
wee : vena 4 : cer nts of the federal or state|if not in response to the pa-. tirely familiar to the technician Pe 
tion which rendered him either|tain exceptions) to that about ent ss Records” statute have| ti nti oy Pp so that h d ibe them ret 
unconscious or incapable of in-| which he is informed or advised testi goo 2 baeprits — —_ = ee “s neers. en a = “n yess peng r oe th 
tentional, voluntary action. It} by someone else. Thus, when a — _ oh apis ti nia nel a —_ pihceagiissnmcsceel eee - a: ee iia S 
io aia pocentt ; > : ‘ Be cerning the former standards for| tion, indicating that necessary in which is reflected the use ™ 
y that our courts / doctor attempts to testify about] . qmission recautions w k hyperventilation, for instance. or wl 
have been faced with the ques-| the results of an electroencephal- _ Reet ee es Sale een te ee | ee ss ; guages She th 
tion of whether or not a record|ograph test, he may be chal-| 1" 4Pplying the standard of the the patient in as good a frame | Poee simuiation. of Curing § 
of anélectroencephalograph test,|lenged for testifying about that|4@™ission of x-ray plates and | Of mind as possible for perform-| Which the patient was a ne 
or the report and findings of a! which the electroencephalograph | Photographs, the person seeking} ance of the test procedure. jor had had a seizure, should be jf 
physician based on such a test,| machine recorded, or the techni-| *®€ admission of the report or| (6) The accuracy of the elec- ceacemes ty the techuieian 5 
may be admitted into evidence. | cian taking the test told him, and| ‘facings must first establish (1) troencephalograph machine. It response to questioning by the re 
As you are all probably aware,|thus, is not his testimony |the accuracy of the instrument|is not uncommon in this state patient's counsel. This is atin a 
we have many limitations on “Hearsay”? The electroenceph-|™@king the test, and (2) the| for the results of drunkometer from imtesgweting the results t] 
what may be introduced as part|alograph test is the “spoken|COMpetence of the technician /| tests to be denied admission in- the different measures applicd Me 
of the proof at the trial of a|word” of the electroencephalo-| Performing the test. Thereafter | to evidence if it cannot be estab- during the procedure, for that a 
matter, so that in ae ate ial ; fi some courts go one step further, | lished that the instrument used should be the duty of the pa- Pa 
atter, é preparing a|graph machine, but in order for ; is ls + ; ; : , +3 eS fa 
et eee it to mean anything, it must be holding that the technician must | 1n the examination (a) was tient’s physician. The technici an = 
*Member New Jersey Bar. This vaver was] interpreted by someone. also be the one to identify the; checked recently by someone should be familiar, however, with a 
Soaeie Oul te te Mow deey Seana ter. All of this aga ;.._| particular graph or other record| who had experience in operating those measures which he ap- o* 
chiatrie Institute in Pilnesten. Saeere % ‘a ered saline particu as the result d > test Y the hi (b ly lied during the course of tak- Re 
me opie By tars 3k oe = larly to scientists, a lot of un- as th Fesuit of the eae he made | e machine, ) Was properly p ‘* h 1 ners di 
m— OVER 40 YEARS EXPERIENCE “=| necessary red tape. There are,|¥P0" the particular individual| calibrated, and (c) was func- Ing — re ei, gee Sigg ur 
Se -~'lin question. If the technician’s! tioning properly at the time of and should have made notes 
APPRAISER however, good, sound reasons settee: S wee +| the Sinead test involved in the graph to correspond with 
REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY, why we have this general prin- estimony to this effect As ig Fos particu ar test involved in ae grap sp in 
ESTATES, INHERITANCE TAX, ciple barring “Hearsay” evidence. personally required, some identi- | the _Case. This standard, of their occurrence. . 
FEDERAL STATE & COUNTY COURTS It is j : a .y.| fication of the graph or record as| course, is equally applicable to (10) The presence of the tech- 
_ LIQUIDATED — t is in order to foster the order icin. ena iottanel an electroencephalo h i eee A 
M. R. LANES ly procedure of a trial, and the that which on Cee a a —— pactiatel _ ma- nician throughout the entire ex- 
45 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 2, &. J. apparent rigors of the rule are| ‘he Particular individual at the/| chine, and if it appears, not amination period. If this is no‘ 
MArket 2-7298 modified by the many exceptions time in question is necessary in | necessarily that the machine a prerequisite to admission 7 
rs 7 : pa Aa all courts. | was actually inaccurate, but that the test results, it will certainly 7} 
Certain other ground-work| the technician could not himself, influence the validity of the r th 
should be laid in the proper pre-| testify from his personal know- sults if entered into by the cross- i, 
sentation of the case. Some of|ledge as a result of the exami- examiner. Although the physi- - 
this is up to the lawyer at the| nations he made of his machine, cian reading the graphs must b¢ ee 
time of trial. Much of it, how-|that the machine was accurate able to tell from them whether ae 
THIS 18 THE ever, is dependent upon the| at the time of making the test, or not the results are valid, he es 
technician administering the|the results would probably not may not have been present dur- h 
Sint oF electroencephalograph, the act-| be admitted. ing their recording, and a 
ual taking of the electroenceph-| (7) The placing of the elec- technician, if called upon, should 5 
alograph, and the treating phy-| trodes on the scalp of the pa- be able to testify to his prese: | pe 
if sician. The following facts and, tient securely and in the proper throughout the entire examina- | ; 
circumstances tend to authenti-| pattern. Here again, the techni-| tion. 
cate an electroencephalograph | clan is usually the one respon- (11) Identification of the dif- aa 
for the purpose of introduction | sible for this portion of the test. ferent leads used upon the elec- R 
into evidence, or are essential to! If this is not an essential ingred- | troencephalograph record. Both 7 
its use at trial. ient to the original admission Of the physician and_ technician 
(1) The qualifications of the the electroencephalograph as ev-| should be able to identify ‘he | 
technician performing the elec- idence, it is certainly a topic gifferent leads and give t! 
troencephalograph test. which will be entered into by) position, from the record, if ask- | 
(2) Identification of the pa- the cross-examiner, and if the} eg to do so. 
tient as the person on whom the) technician cannot testify from) [pn jurisdictions that follow th: i 
test was performed, and the sub- | his own personal recollection OF | «Bysiness Records” exception 10 r 
ject of the graph which is to be from reference to notes or tO! the “Hearsay” rule, generally 
interpreted by the physician.|the test graph as to what he/the qualified technician must 
This matter is usually simple, did, the veracity of his tests may| testify to the identity of the m 
but is essential in gaining ad-| be seriously impinged or the test| praph and the manner of ‘ts 
& mission of the test results. Test-| Tesults may be disqualified al-| preparation, as has been pre- 
e imony by a patient’s doctor that | together. | —$ A _ 
< | he referred his patient to a par-| (8) The performance of the! (Continued on page 7, col 
BN |ticular laboratory or technician) - many 
eS | for the purpose of the test, and 
WS | supporting testimony by the pa- sivie . e 
ere << | tient that he attended the labor- Qualified For Deposits Of Monies P 
aN |atory of his doctor’s choice and t 
: = \ |had the test performed upon 
. < R EASO ; | him, usually is simple to procure. Under The Bankruptcy Act 
. . ss x = penalise lig —— must 
eS < < S e some identifying markings on szati , s 
F “The common law itself is nothing else but the graph itself, made during or Modernization and Auto Loan x 
N : os So SRS shortly after the test, to link Safety si xes g 
E reason. —SIR EDWARD COKE wv | definitely the particular graph Safety Deposit Boxe 
SE = s SERS : ; With the patient. ; 
The easy way to examine a title is to accept (3) Ascertainment by the tech- M 
\ Sr : is | nician, prior to the test, whether. Pr 
uncritically asa reality any apparent deter frags seargh egesmnesageticn: bony Pe 
rent to a clear title. s |fasting, or taking alcohol or - 
BS Seco’ | drugs which may modify the test. 
TG specialists shun’such arbitrary conclu- poem SS si 4 | 
ss le = Né eS r 
sions. We have found over the years, that | successful electroencephalograph 
5 |examination. All technicians, of 
many a dark, heavy cloud over a title can be | course, should be aware thereof. 
diffused and blown away by the sweet, cool | However, a clever cross-exam- 
‘ jiner could make a technician = 
breath of reason... guided and controlled | appear to be inadequate and - 


by experience. 


THE 


TITLE GUARANTEE 


COMPANY 
COMATERED ba MEW YORK STATE 1M 1883 


NEWARK OFFICE: 1180 Raymond Blvd.: MArket 4-1331 
HACKENSACK OFFICE: 19 Banta Place: HUbbard 7-4300 
Title Insurance Throughout New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont and Georgia. 
and other states through qualified insurers. wi 


thereby attack the validity of the 
test results, if the technician 
could not confirm that he had 
ascertained, at least as far as he 
could, the patient’s status regard- 
ing the above prior to perform- 
ing the test. 

| (4) Proper positioning of the 
| patient, and other conditions 
surrounding the taking of the 
test. You are all aware of the 
many factors which may influ- 
ence the results of the electro- 
encephalograph. It would be 
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Medicolegal ~~ Of Electroencephalography 





Continued from ‘pa 6) 


usly described. Thereafter, it 
t be shown that the electro- 
encephalograph was made in the 
regular course of business, or, in 
this instance, in the regular 
eourse of test performance, and 
that the graph represents a part 
f the test. This is so whether 
the test is made in a hospital 
and forms a part of the regular 

tal record, or was made in 
private office of the treating 














Several states follow this theo- 
ry with some modifications 
Pennsylvania, for example, has 
ired that the graph, or even 
report, must be made con- 
temporaneously with the test to 

1 it purports to relate, that 
he person offering the records 
must show that at the time they 

prepared there was presen 
ntemplative motive for fal- 
tion, and, finally, that the 
records must have been made by 
person having Knowledge of 
facts set forth, or one com- 
to predicate a medical 
scientific opinion on the 
presented. These require- 
ments seem a little more strin- 
gent than the usual ‘Business 
rds” standard, because or- 
larily, When business records 
are being offered into evidence, 
qualifications may be 
ished by a custodian who 
regularly has charge of such re- 
but who need not 








es- 


have 
present when the different 

s were made. Of course, iden- 
ition by the technician or 
physician actually performing 
test will establish the quali- 


tions of the record, but of- 
this is not possible. How- 
the Pennsylvania require- 
ments indicate that either the 
physician or technician would 
to be present to identify 

i establish the validity of the 


taking of the electroenceph 1alo- 





Missouri has allowed the re- 
of the electroencephalo- 
tests under the ‘Business 
Records” theory, where the treat- 
ng physician testifies that the 
was made at his request 
under his direction, and 
ifies the record as the one 
of his patient. New Jersey 
ilso followed the same prin- 
ip.e in connection with an elec- 
tr ‘rdiograph, admitting these 
the “Business Records” ex- 
tion where the record was not 
by the treating phy 
under his direction and 
n. In that case, the phy- 
was allowed to interpre 
cord in court. In a crimi- 
atter, New Jersey also 
imitted the results of an elec- 
icephalograph test, appar- 
under the 3 X-ray and pho- 
h theo: Genere 
hout the ani he fol- 
States have admitted the 





su- 






ha 
nas 



















of a medical expert 
Diaining and interpreting the 
iings of an electroencey 


erapn or other electrical 
Alabama, Califorr 
Georgia, Massachusetts. 
nd, Michigan, New York k, 
Wisconsin, Ne 








vanla, 
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Jersey, Missouri, 
and Washington. From Florida, 
one case has admitted such re- 
cords, while in another case the 
report of a laboratory technician 
as to the results of his tests was 
excluded on the basis 
“Hearsay” rule. 
For your purposes, be guided by 
general principle that the 
electroencephalograph which is 
to be referred to at the time of 
the trial, must be clearly identi- 
fied in some manner as that 
which was actually made during 
the performance of the test on 
the individual in question. The 
best method of identification, of 
course, is to write or paste on 
the reverse side of the graph the 


the 


of the| 


| admitted 


Illinois, Texas, | 
jany legally 


name and address of the patient, | 


the date and time of recording, 
and the names of the referring 
physician, and the technician. 
~ Generally speaking, 
cian may usually 


the physi- | 


identify the} 


graph when it was made by a} 


technician under his direction 
and control, or immediate su- 
pervision. In this 
course, the doctor does not have 
to be present at all times, and} 
sometimes this can be extended 
quite liberally when the phy- 
Sician is head of a particular de- 
partment or staff who performed 
the actual tests. 

There is one 
the use of 


other aspect of 
electroencephalo- 
graphs in court, either in 
criminal or civil proceedings, 
with which physicians and tech- 
nicians have some _- connec- 
tion, and that is the problem 
of ‘remoteness’. In order to be 


instance, of | Sean 
possible 


} 


| 


troencephalograph to the liti- | 
gant is that it offers objective 
{rather than subjective findings. 
But, even as physicians are the| 
first to admit, the clinical weight 
of this finding and others of 
similar nature is only a small 


allowed into evidence at the time} 


of trial, 
must be relevant 
relate to a fact 
issue. New Jersey 


any proofs or testimony 
to and directly 
question at 
offers a good 


or 


example of this problem in the} 


following case. 

A defendant was charged with 
causing death by motor vehicle. 
He had a history of high blood 
pressure, and on the morning of 
the day in question he complain- 
ed of a toothache, and of not 
feeling generally well. He testi- 
fied that, because of the tooth- 
ache, and with permission of his 
foreman, he obtained a pint of 
whiskey and rinsed his mouth, 


«spitting the whiskey out there- 


after. He had lunch, during 
which he admitted having a beer. 
Because he still was not 
well later, he obtained permis- 
sion to go home early, and while 
driving home claimed to have 
“blacked out” at the wheel, and 
struck two young boys on bi- 
cycles. The accident happened 
in June, and in the following 
October and again in November, 








electroencephalograph tests were 
performed. It 


ant 


the defend- 
he had suf- 
sort of cere- 
and he offer- 
the electroen- 
tests taken four 
nd five months afterwards be 
establish that at the time of th 
‘ident his brain had been dis- 
d hat he was therefore 
j y the accident 
of course, 
that he was driving un- 
influence of alcohol at 
> time of the accident. 
this set of 


was 
t’s position that 
red from some 
bral involvement, 
ed results of 
cephalograph 





the 
ve 








ecurred. 
larged 
or the 
é 


It is apparent from 








, that the problem of “re- 
moteness” would arise in the 
case. The trial court originally 
excluded the tests on tha + hae S 
but on appeal a reversal 
vita ed, the court holding that 
the en 1ce should have been 
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| the 


| speaking, 


jury for their 
consideration The court laid 
down the rule that, in general, 
competent evidence 

taken alone or in 
connection wi other evidence, 
affords reasonable inferences 
upon the matter at issue, or 
tends to prove or disprove a 
material issue, is relevant and | 
admissable as to that issue. Usu- | 
ally the initial question of “r e- | 
moteness”’ is in the discretion of | 
the court, subject to reversal, as | 
in the above case, for abuse of | 
discretion; but where the evi-| 
dence might shed some light on | 
the facts, tl problem of “re-| 
moteness” or relevancy should be 
allowed only to affect the weight 
of the testimony in its considera- 
tion by the jury, not as to bar- 


to the 


which, when 


+h 














ring its admissability. | 

I am sure you are all aware| 
that in criminal or civil matters | 
in most jurisdictions, and partic- 
ularly in New fagou evidence | 
offered which tends to prove the} 


fact in issue only by a mere 
possibility, will not be admitted. 

When a physician or technician | 
speaks in terms of “it may be| 
or “it could be”, he en- | 
into speculation, legally | 
and his testimony will] 
be barred because of ‘“remote- 
ness’. The standard in this state | 
is of a reasonable probability, | 
and any testimony offered by any | 
party must meet this standard. 
The principle value 


| ters 


attached to all 
urological and 
given a pa- 


part of the value 
essential ne 
other examinations 


tient in order to make a final 
diagnosis and institute treat-| 
|}ment. Whereas the electroence- 
phalograph may assist in re- 
vealing brain tumors, subdural 
hematomas, epilepsy, and cere- 
brovascular disorders, none of 


| the patterns 


feeling | 


| function of lawyers, 


f fast or slow read- 
ings, or spikes 
any particula disorder, but 
merely indicate ‘possible disorders 

which must be investigated and 
authenticated thr 
agnostic means 





It has bee tated that the 
electroencephalograph is not 
diagnostic in y respect, and| 
that as many as 14% of epilep-| 
tics may have normal electroen- 
cephalographs, while persons 
without epilepsy or any other 
known brain disorder may} 


have abnormal electroencephalo- | 
graphs. These points will be noted | 
by an astute cross-examiner, in | 
attempting either to block the 
admission of the results of tests, 
or to attack their credibility 
oncé they have been admitted. | 


Those of you who have appear- 
ed in court in a litigated matter 
are well aware of the barrier 
thrust between lawyers and phy- 
sicians in attempting to under- 
stand each other’s motives and 
ways Whereas your objective 
is to shed a light as poss- 
ible on a gi and use any 
test deviee v will give even 
the slightest of its true na- 
ture, we as lawyers in court have 























an opposite We must rule 
out the possib] ve must elem- 
inate any speculation, and allow 
the litigants to have a matter 
decided only by what can be 


shown as undisputed facts. It is 





only natural, then, for lawyers 
to question the many factors 
which may affect a particular 


*h as the elec- 
and exhibit 


soni device 






these as weak 1esses of the device 
used. This is stated not only to 
aid you in mee rstanding the 





y in this phase 
but to alert 


role of the attc 
of legal procedure, 
and prepare you in the event you 
examine or test patients who 
may ultimately need your help in 
a court trial. Remember also 
that courts must recognize the 
and in their} 
recommendations -and_ regula-| 
tions, support their objectives. | 


of an elec-|/¢g 


are specific of | 


yugh other di-| 


ABA To Hold 84th Annual Meeting In St. Louis 


August 7-11 





Chicago — The American Bar 
Association announced today 


plans are moving forward for its 
84th annual meeting in St. Louis 
Aug. 7-11. Brisk early registra- 
tions indicate some 10,000 judges, 
lawyers and their wives will at- 
tend. 

The five-day convention will 
| feature a galaxy of internation- 
ally-Kknown speakers, high qual- 
ity professional programs, color- 
ful ceremonies, receptions and 
cours. 

President 
and Secretary 


John F. Kennedy 
of State Dean 


|/Rusk have been invited to ad- 


dress the general assembly. How- 
ever, the uncertainties of world 
events have prevented them from 
making any official commitment 
this far in advance. 

Among the prominent Ameri- 
cans scheduled to speak are U‘S. 
Supreme Court Justices Tom C. 
, Clark and Charles Evans Whita- 
| ker; publisher Henry R. Luce; 
former President Harry S. Tru- 
man; Governor John M. Dalton 
of Missouri; Governor Otto Ker- 
ner of Illinois; Special Presiden- 
tial Assistant James M. Landis; 
| Assistant Treasury Secretary 
Stanley S. Surrey; Internal Rev- 
enue Commissioner Mortimer M. 
Caplin; and the chairmen of the 
“big six” federal regulatory a- 
encies. 

Speakers from abroad will in- 
|clude Judge Vivian Bose of New 
| Delhi, President of the Interna- 
tional Commission of Jurists and 
|former judge of the India Su- 
preme Court; Lord Evershed, 
| Master of the Rolls of England; 
and President Donald McInnes 
of the Canadian Bar Association. 

More than 300 persons, many 
of them well-known leaders in 
government, business and pro- 
|fessional life, will appear as 
| speakers and panelists on pro- 
fessional programs arranged by 
'the Association’s 18 sections. 

ABA President ae North 











| If these concepts _ are kept in 
-|mind when applying and inter- 
preting test procedures of any 
kind, much misunderstanding 
and invalidation of materials 
| will be avoided. 















Seymour of New York said the 
meeting will be open to all law- 
yers, whether they are Associa- 
tion members or not. 

The American Bar Associa- 
tion’s 100,000th member will be 
honored at a special ceremony 
during the convention. He is 
William C. Golden, a young at- 
torney now on the staff of the 
Justice Department in Washing- 
ton, who joined the ABA last 
spring after being admitted to 
the New York bar in March. 

Convention social highlights 
will include the ABA President’s 
Reception, a moonlight cruise 
down the Mississippi, and sup- 
per under the stars in Forest 
Park, followed by a performance 
of “Wish You Were Here” at the 
world famous Muny Opera. 


Half Day Court Recess 
For Union County 


Superior Court Judge Walter 
L. Hetfield, III. Assignment Judge 
of Union County, has announced 
that Chief Justice Weintraub 
entered an Order declaring a 
half day holiday on Thursday, 
June 22, 1961, for the Bench and 
Bar of Union County, for the 
purpose of permitting the mem- 
bers to attend the annual golf 
tournament and dinner to be 
held at the Braidburn Country 
Club, Florham Park, on that 
date. 


Illinois became the first state 
to adopt a juvenile court law on 
April 21, 1899. 
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Federal Tax Notes 





By Harold Kamens 
SCHOOL EXEMPTIONS: A 
trade school paid excessive rent- 
als 


MUTUAL COMPANY: Taxpay- 
| er was organized as a mutual in- 
| surance company but issued cer- 


Rev. Rul. 60-331: DEDUCTION 
|FOR DEFICIENCY DIVIDENDS: 
| Individuals, the sole owners of 
| the capital stock of a personal 
holding company, are considered 


| 


to a group operating the tificates denominated “stock” to| to have constructively received a 
school, and constructed valuable | persons who advanced deposit | dividend for Federal income tax 


buildings and improvements on/| funds. For many years these cer- | purposes where, subsequent to re- 


real estate owned by them. 

Held: Tax 
1939 Code section 101 (b) is de- 
nied on the ground that part of 
the net earnings did inure to the 
benefit of private 
Texas Trade School, CA-5, 11/25/ 
59. 

EXEMPT COOPERATIVES: 
Taxpayer was organized to fi- 
nance crop operations of the 
members of exempt cooperatives 
and other producers. Under the 
Code, a financing corporation is 
tax exempt if it is organized by 
and operated in conjunction with 
and for the benefit of an exempt 
cooperative. 

Held: Taxpayer does not qual- 
ify. Taxpayer was organized in- 
dependently of any exempt co- 
operative. The fact that taxpayer 
cooperated with an exempt co- 
operative association, that more 
than one-half of taxpayer’s 
stockholders were members of 
cooperatives which, in turn, were 
members of the exempt coopera- 
tive association, and that the 
stockholders made use of bene- 
fits provided by taxpayer, is not 
enough. Growers Credit Corp., 33 
TC No. 110. 
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individuals. | 


| tificate holders elected the di- 


the legislation under which tax- 
payer was organized provided for 
election by the policyholders. 
Held: Despite these corporate 
forms, taxpayer was to be classi- 
fied as a mutual company for tax 
purposes. Deviations from its 
charter and by-laws were inad- 
vertent. Northern Neck Mutual 
Fire Assn., DC Va.., 3/24/60. 


Rev. Rul. 60-326: CERTAIN 

| DEATH BENEFITS: The Internal 
Revenue Service will not follow 

the decision of the United States 

Court of Appeals for the Sixth 

| Circuit in United States v. Grace 
|P. Reed et al, 277 Fed. (2d) 456. 
The point at issue in this case 

was whether payments in the sum 

of $37,500, which the taxpayer 

received from the former employ- 

|er of her deceased husband, con- 
|stituted (1) a gift excludable 
'from gross income under section 
| 102 (a) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954, (2) an employee’s 

| death benefit within the meaning 
of section 101(b) of the Code ex- 

cludable from gross income only 

| up to a maximum of $5,000, or (3) 
wholly apart from section 101(b), 

taxable income. 

The United States District 
Court for the Western District of 
Kentucky held that the payments 

/ constituted gifts excludable from 
gross income under section 102 
(a) of the Code and that no part 
thereof was includible in income 
under section 101(b) of the Code, 
or otherwise. The United States 
Court of Appeals for the Sixth 
Circuit affirmed the decision of 
the District Court without a writ- 
ten opinion. 

This decision is contrary to the 

Service’s position that these are 
employees death benefit pay- 
/ments and are, therefore, con- 
trolled by section 101(b) of the 
Code, under which a maximum of 
$5,000 is excludable from gross 
income, and that the gift exclu- 
sion provisions of section 102 of 
the Code are inapplicable to any 
part of such payments. 

While it has been determined 
that review by the Supreme Court 
of the United States will not be 
requested in the Reed case, the 
decision will not be followed as 
a precedent in the disposition of 
similar cases pending further de- 
velopments on the issue. 


Rev. Rul. 60-330: TRADE OR 
BUSINESS EXPENSES: Supple- 
mental unemployment benefit 
payments made by an employer 
direct to qualifying former em- 
ployees pursuant to the provi- 
sions of a supplemental unem- 
ployment benefit plan constitute 
ordinary and necessary business 
expenses of the employer and are 
deductible from gross income un- 
der section 162(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 in the year 
paid or in the year in which lia- 
bility to particular employees be- 


| comes fixed, depending upon the 


method of accounting employed. 
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| ceiving information relating to| 
exemption under} rectors, although the by-laws and} personal holding company tax 


lliability, but before the distribu- 
| tion of a deficiency dividend un- 
der section 547 of the Internal 
, Revenue Code of 1954, the indi- 
ividuals transfer their stock in 
|the personal holding company to 
|another wholly-owned corpora- 
tion and there is no showing that 
that transfer was made for rea- 
sons other than that of mini- 


dividends are includible in the 
individual’s gross income under 
section 61 of the Code. 

Rev. Rul. 60-348: MEALS OR 
LODGING FURNISHED FOR 
CONVENIENCE OF EMPLOYER: 
Upon reconsideration, Revenue 
Ruling 59-409, C.B. 1959-2, 48, is 
withdrawn. It holds, in part, that 
(1) the value of the meals and 
lodging furnished to the wives 
and children of resident faculty 
members at a boarding school 
constitutes additional compensa- 
tion which is required to be in- 
cluded in the faculty members’ 
gross incomes; and (2) the ex- 
clusion with respect to meals and 
lodging furnished to the faculty 
members themselves will not ap- 
ply for any term or period when 
the students are not in residence. 

DIVIDEND PAYMENT: The 
principal stockholder of taxpayer 
corporation was having domestic 
difficulties. The corporation paid 
his wife $10,000 which it deducted 
aS a necessary expense to avoid 
a lawsuit by her because of her 
husband’s acts performed, the 
corporation claimed, as its agent. 
The Commissioner disallowed the 
expense to the corporation and 
treated it as a dividend to the 
husband, as, in effect, a divorce 
settlement with his wife. 

Held: In this suit for refund 
of both the corporate and the 
individual tax, the jury finds for 
the government. Mobile Beverage 
Co., DC Ala., 3/14/60. 

BONA FIDE RENT PAYMENTS: 
Taxpayer corporation leased their 
business premises from their prin- 
cipal stockholder. The Commis- 
sioner determined a “fair rental” 
for the leased properties and dis- 
allowed taxpayer corporations’ 
rental dedutions in excess of it. 
Two experts testified that the 
rental paid by taxpayers was rea- 
sonable and the Commissioner 
did not offer any rebuttal testi- 
mony. 

Held: The court allows tax- 
payer the full deduction claimed, 
holding that rental payments are 
deductible to the extent the ex- 
penditures are in fact paid as 
rent. American Metal Products 
Corp., 35 T.C. No. 10. 

LIQUIDATION OF CORPORA- 
TION: Taxpayer received the as- 
sets and assumed the liabilities of 


two controlled corporations in 
1938. 
Held: The liquidation of the 


corporation actually occurred that 
year. Taxpayer was therefore pro- 
| perly charged in 1938 with having 
| realized a long-term capital gain 
| from these liquidations, and with 
_ having realized ordinary income 
| from items accrued by each of the 
| corporations on their respective 
| books as due taxpayer. Hannaford, 
| TCM 1960-78. 

| OFFICERS’ SALARIES: Two of- 
| ficers had served taxpayer corp- 
oration for over 50 years, but in 
the taxable year involved, were 
devoting no more than two days 
a week to company affairs. One of 
the officers who was chairman of 
the board was concerned with 
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| mizing Federal income taxes. Such | 

















Much Hearsay Evidence Admitted At 
Eichmann Trial 





Justice Musmanno’s Testimony 
Most Extreme Example 





By Zad Leavy 
ACCN Correspondent 

Jerusalem, Israel (ACCN) 
American lawyers visiting the 
trial of Adolf Eichmann often 
remark with surprise about the 
vast amount of evidence admit- 
ted which falls within the exclu- 
sionary rule against hearsay, and 
does not qualify under any of the 
exceptions allowed by the Anglo- 
American rules of evidence ord- 
inarily followed here in Israel. 

It soon becomes clear, however, 
that a trial of this nature, in- 
volving crimes committed nearly 
20 years ago across half a con- 
tinent and against millions of 
people now deceased, could never 
be practicably conducted without 
the assistance of affidavits, test- 
imony before other courts, and 
numerous additional forms of 
evidence not subject to cross- 
examination. 

Much of the hearsay comes in 
with the testimony of the wit- 
nesses without objection by the 
defense. Some typical examples: 
“My brother told me how he was 
tortured ...”; ‘We heard rumors 
of the exterminations...”’; “They 
described to us how the Rabbi 


died...” 


These statements, often accom- 
panied by conclusions’ based 
upon hearsay, about the fate of 
large numbers of people, are not 
disputed by the defense which| 
hardly cross-examines a witness. 
The defense strategy, when its 
turn comes, will center upon the 
voluminous documentary evid- 
ence against Eichmann. 

The Israeli Parliament (Knes- 
set) provided for the introduc- 
tion of hearsay evidence in trials 
of this nature under the Nazi 
and Nazi Offenders Law of 1950. 
This is the law under which 
Eichmann is being tried. 

Section 15 of this law, which 
pertains to the use of hearsay 
evidence, follows the Charter of 
the International Military Tri- 
bunal at Nuremburg. Section 15, 
however, has been held by the 
Israeli Supreme Court to be nar- 
rower in scope than the Nurem- 
burg rule. 

The most extreme hearsay 
came in with the testimony of 
Justice Musmanno of the Penn- 
sylvania Supreme Court, who 











personnel, inventory and general | 
operations; and the other, also a| 
director, with payroll and confi- 
dential record keeping. 

Held: The salaries were deter- | 
mined with regard to long and! 
loyal past services and wide! 
knowledge of company operations | 
and, therefore, the deduction of 
same is allowed as reasonable 
compensation. The amounts in-| 
volved are not disclosed. Ham- | 
mond Sheet Metal Co., DC Mo..,| 
4/8/60. 

COLLAPSIBLE CORPORATION: | 
Taxpayer was the sole stockholder | 
of a corporation organized to pur- 
chase unimproved lots and con- 
struct houses on them. The corp- 
oration, when it was liquidated, 
had realized less than 13% of its 
expected income from property | 
sales and less than 17% of its 
combined expected income from | 
sales and rentals. 

Held: The corporation is collap- | 
sible and taxpayer’s gain on the | 


| liquidation is ordinary income. | 


The distribution to taxpayer was | 
made before the corporation real- | 
ized a substantial part of the net | 
income to be derived from the} 
property. Heft, 34 TC No. 9. 









told of his post-war conversa. 
tions with Goering, Ribbentrop 
Kaltenbrunner, and other now- 
deceased Nazi leaders. This 
damning evidence against Eich- 
mann, who was labeled by each 
Nazi as the key man in the mas; 
annihilations, was also admitteq 
under Section 15, over strong de- 
fense objections. 

The prosecution said that the 
Musmanno evidence was high]; 
relevant, came from a reliable 
source, and was otherwise im- 
possible to obtain. The weigh: 
of this testimony was somewhat 
reduced, however, when it be- 
came clear that Justice Mus- 
manno’s strong opinions 
thoroughly interspersed through- 
out his long and colorful 
swers. 

Moreover, under Presiding 
Judge Landau’s probing ques- 
tions it was determined that 
Justice Musmanno’s “investiga- 
tion” had been unofficial and 
originally instituted by himself 
and the material obtained there- 
by was used in his best-selling 
book, “Ten Days To Die” ‘the 
last hours of Hitler). Although 
Eichmann’s name figured prom- 
inently in all the conversations 
held 16 years ago, his name was 
never mentioned in the book. 

When Judge Landau _ asked 
about the notes of the conversa- 
tions, the distinguished author- 
jurist replied, “Well, with the 
passage of time many papers get 
lost, misplaced .. .” 
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Reynolds Offset Co., Inc. v. Sum- 
mer et al (A-814-59, decided 
a &, 1961) 

] digest on page 1. 
continos v. Parsekian (A-544-59, 
ded May 24, 1961) 

1 digest on page 3. 
Sutera v. Provident Ins. Co. of 
N.Y. ‘A-103-60, decided May 11, 
1961 





digest on page 2. 
Bancredit, Inc. v. Bethea 
A-575-59, decided June 2, 

Full digest on page 3. 

SUPERIOR COURT 

CHANCERY DIVISION 
Mayfair Farms, Inc. et al v. Soc- 
ony Mobil Oil Co. et al (Essex 
, 2328-60, decided June 5, 


et al 
1961) 


Denied application of plain- 
tiffs, owners of two restaurants 
ly related in management, 

for interlocutory injunction 
against defendants’ selling or 
jistributing travel guides alleg- 
ily improperly listing plaintiff’s 
taurants as only “good” and 
tter than average Defend- 
ants’ affidavits show that a rat- 
ng procedure had been followed 
0d faith, and fact that 
rs, including plaintiffs, would 
different ratings is not suf- 
basis for granting inter- 
tory judgment. Also denied 
ndants’ motion to dismiss 
laint for failure to state 
of action for relief. Amend- 
mplaint charges defendants 
possession of information 
ly demonstrating that plain- 
were entitled to highest 
rating. but that the lower rat- 
ngs were arbitrarily given. Bet- 
r view is that power to enjoin 





tion of slander or libel 
a business does exist and 
DE yes in proper case. 
SUPERIOR COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
Midtown Properties, Inc. v. Mad- 
Tp. (Middlesex Cty., L-2514- 


P.W.), decided June 2, 1961 


digest on page 5. 


Montclair and West Essex 
Bar Golf Outing 


annual golf and 
vening dinner of the Mot 1 
ind West Essex Bar, will be 

the Essex Fells Country 


outing 


Ci n Thursday, June 22, 19 61. 


dinner is scheduled for 
P.M. and 8 magistrates of 
West Essex area have been 
ted as dinner guests but 


++ 13 +: r _ L 
1out obligation to make 


During the day, facilities of the 

ntry club will be available 

r members and their 
r golf. Those wishing to play 

f and desiring a 

nged for them 

riate hand:caps, should 

Joseph A. De Stefano 
n at the club. 

Prizes are being donated and 
‘ll be awarded to lucky golfers 
are good as well as bad 

rs and to lucky persons 
ply attending the dinner. 


gue sts 





match to 






1 ap- 
con- 


at 
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Call Eliz. 2-2151 or Eliz. 2-3359 
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HANUS NATIONAL 
DETECTIVE AGENCY 


; (Round the clock 24 hour service) 
143 East Jersey St., Elizabeth 4, N. J 














License Agreements In U.S. - 


International Trade | Admit 13 N.J. Attorneys 
Before U.S. Supreme 





By Curt C. Silberman* 

License arrangements and ex- 
change of know-how play an ever 
growing role in the steadily in- 
creasing trade relations between 
the United States and foreign 
countries. 

The familiarization of the con- 
tract partner with production 
methods, the revelation of con- 
fidential information concerning 
the production process, the open- 
ing of mutual markets for mu- 
tual products — frequently coup- 
led with considerable promotion 
= nses — the resulting inter- 
nati tional relations between trade 
ee industry, often projected for 
a long period of time, the need 
for protection of mutual interest 
enhanced by the unpredictable 
de vel elopment of the coming years 


in fields of endeavors due to 
the 2 gyety: onvethe political, eco- 
nomic, scientific and technical 


developments are only a few of 
factors which make it advis- 
able, if not imparative for the 
parties involved to establish their 
contractual relationship in such 
clarity that later disappoint- 
ments, disputes, and disruption 
of relations can be avoided. Of 
course, each situation, be it for 
reason of the kind of product or 
formula involved, or for market- 
ing purposes or for technical re- 
quirements involved calls for in- 
dividual treatment and renders 
any attempt to draft a master 
contract fit for all license agree- 
+ 


the 











ments futile. Nevertheless, the 
practice has produced princi- 
ples, and taught guidance for 


the dri ifting of license contra 

so that we recognize certain pro- 
1s to be included as essentia! 
1 beneficial for all parties in- 
ved. 


V1S10i 





Difference In Law: 
Frequently we difficulties 
Bt feparing a contract 
yn account of the different 


face 


1icense 


‘onomic structure of the US. 
nd foreign markets, but as the 
1 of the different laws and 





law systems. (Thi in particu- 
ir true where conflicts between 
I n law and civil law ex- 
In order to prove our point 
y d state a few examples, 
to the question of con- 
pe rformance, defects and 
each of contract, damages an 
their compensa tion, restrictive 
inventor’s protection 
fixation of price (U.S Anti-Trust 























Laws), difference in the laws of 
procedure and evidence. It ap- 

: refore basic that the 
) n the law that gov- 









ela is and further 

re that the terms of an 
ag which applies to a 
li the United States 
may not be applicable to a 
see j a foreign country. 





happens frequently in 
cts of exchange of know- 
how as to the same type of pro- 
duct and under otherwise same 

rcumstances the parties 








that 
that 





hts must be adjusted in ac- 
ance with the law of the 

us of the licensee or licensor 
respectiv ely: 2 as example we men- 
tion just the question of conse- 
j damages in case of 

















Courts. 
standing. 
Courts. 


Trenton. 
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Tel. EXport 6-8439 














breach of contract, restrictive ~~ Court 
covenants embracing employees —— 
of the licensee, price fixing. | 13 New Jersey attorneys were 
j}admitted before the Supreme 
os : |Court of the United States on 
_ With the above made reserva-| Monday, June 5, 1961, under the 
tions that each situation calls| sponsorship of Aristo Dallavalle. 
for individual treatment, we Of-|This was the eleventh group 
fer the following observations | sponsored by Mr. Dallavalle. 
rib gy ns for a license} hose admitted to practice be- 
1 ia ities fore the highest court were: 
ense and the license object; Pasar oa 

2. Designatio territory for; onroe Jay Lustbader 
which license is granted; | David L. Lustig 

3. Exclusive or non-exclusive) George D. McLaughlin 
license; privilege of total or par- Eugene G. Molinaro 
tial assignment even between Allen H. Nimensky 
parent and daughter company; | Alfred G. Osterweil 

4. Period of contract; Nicholas Scalera 

5. Production and sales goal;| Milton A. Schreiber 
provision for contract cancella-| Howard F. Skarbnik 
tion if said goals have not been| JO0Seph J. Tricarico 
reached: | Nathan D. Weiss 

The delegation of attorneys 


6. License fees (royalties); : 
computation had the pleasure of a private 


Ground Rules: 


tion of the lic-} 








| 
| 
| 





their basis for) , 
computation, whether based on|@Udience with the Hon. Mr. Jus- 
volume, invoices, or net profit;| tice William J. Brennan, Jr. 


i | 
computation. Due} 
of records and 
which pay- 





method of 
date; Inspection 
books; Currency in 
ment is to be made; 

7. Control of products quality 


Announcement 





| Samuel A. Curcio and Samuel 
A. Donio have formed a partner- 
ship for the general practice of 


by licensor; righ of inspection; | : 
a a Pt law under the firm name of 
8. Protection of licensor : . 
i } Ci nnks i Curcio & Donio, 243 Bellevue 
against change of patterns, de- 
Ave., Hammonton. 


Similar dev- 
trade marks!/= = 


signs and models or 
iations; if several 








exist, agreement as to which! of double taxation. 
trade mark should be used; Though the above outlines do 
9. Patents, trademarks and) not claim, for reasons stated 
copyright should possibly be pro- | above, to be comprehensive, they 
tect ed in th untry of the lic- —so we hope—serve to recognize 
who shall make applica-/ the necessity for a thorough an- | 
- tion and al expense, WhO! alysis of each situation. The 
should defend ‘learer the stipulation between 


unfair trade 
ant provi- 
ethod of con- 
sures against 
informa- 


10. Stipula 
and restrictive 
sions, and of the 
trol. Preventive 
breach of confidential 


the parties, the safer the fulfill- 
ment of the mutual wishes and 
intentions of the parties without 
later pitfalls and disappoint- 
ments. Satisfactory trade rela- 





tion. _ | tions between individual con- 
11. To what extent shall lic-| tract partners will not fail to 
ensgr He an ble to licensee | have their favorable effect and 
for warranties given and repre-| influence on the trade relations 
sentations ‘onnection | which the United States of Amer- 
with licensed formula or pro-/ ica entertains with foreign coun- 
ducts; tries now and in the future. 
12. Who i ponsible to pur- 
sue by legal method any in- LEGAL NOTICES 
fringement or breach of confi-|)7~ LR RE GT: 
dence by partie ‘ther than the resrare OF ANNA M. ARMBRUSTER, 
parties to the contract? Tecate. eae DAVID B 
13. Strike i er acts be-| WIENER, Surrogate of the Cot Essex 
this day made on the ay ation of the 


Administratrix 
notice is hereby given to tt ervditors of 
: said sp asei to exhibit to the subscriber 
parties uder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
estate of said deceased 


yond the cc parties indersigned, 
and their eff > contract; 


14. In the event that 
























of +} : demar ds axainust the 
AS part f the nsideration Must! within six months from this date, or thes 
furnish raw material or tech- é bar ruting: oF 
“C ibseriber 
nical equipment, quantities, de- NEVIEVE DE} 
“FMR ery ety rie I Ce oa nant om W.A. Sf HILLING, Attorneys 
alvery time, pri and Currency | 744 Broad Street 
shall be agreed proriaieng) Pe ee i eee 
advisable in case of change of | — 
‘ ane i i Dated: June 7 o¢ 
currency Vaiue, PSTATE OF ABRAHAM L. SIEGEL, 
15. In case of assignment of; deceased. 
ane ate i Se ee ee ee i t to the order of DAVID H 
technical personn DY iICENSOL, | WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Exsex 
+3 lati * shaman tian . day made on the application of th 
stipulation of duration and pay- hadalecanc: Petunia Gk aiiat deeaanas 
ment including the procurement) swtice i tereby given to the crediwrs 
en eile a enn a th ne said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers 
of visa and working permits; under oath or affirmation, their ciaim» an 
2 ‘an sllatinn c er + at in demands against the estate of said Gewese 
16. Ca icesati n of ontract in within six months from this dat r ey 
case of breach of contract: in) will be forever barred from priseeuti or 
mae vee Saree -. | Pecovering the same against the subs ri r 
case of war, insolvency or loss MURRAY R. SIEGEL 
of sourees for mate r JOEL GROSS 
Of SOurces IOr naterial or WIDMARK & GOLDBERG. Att 
government rictions; ) rce Court 
Cd 13 a 3 a Newark 2. N ry 
17. If licensor insists on im- a aia A 22, 29. Ji 6. 1 
mediate control or opportunity = ; a aie 
1 ated une VO) 
of observation, seat on the Board SAMUEL €. WEBER, deceased 
‘o 


of Directors of the licensee cor- oka eee ee 







gate of the County of Essex, 

poration or acquisition of min- v be appiicativo of us 
tw shasstanta . ne Executrix of said deceased 
ority sSnarenoiding are recom- is bereby given tu the crediwre vu 


subseribe 
thelr a'me ab 
’ wmald decease 


deceased 


mendable: 


18. As stated, the 





previously 


: 1 7 si s te Fr the 
nartiesc chal agree on the ] 7 ithin six mo ‘ i Jat u 
Parties shall Apt Jil Vall law wil! be forever barred from pros uting 

recovering the sume th autor De 


which 
tion to w } 
For reasons of 


governs and the jurisdic- 
ich they are to submit. 
expediency, par- 


against 
LILLIAN B. WEBER 
. bse NBAU M & SCHER, Attorneys 























ticularly in view of the difference 

of law of procedure and evidence, : ae July 11. 1961. 

in some instances, arbitration SMGLIANO, MARGARDT STIGLIANO. and 

seems to be the swer, if and| JAMES MICHAEL STIGLIANO, JOHN AL 

when a dispute arises. Here} incom cen te aoe ont tae 
the existing arbitration; ™ agg eee gp Re cg 













again , Kuard e 









associations in the United States 
with their panels of experts and 
established rules of procedure _— 
appear as the best tribunal and IN En 
LI Sool” a | eM 

forum and their awards render |‘7** “Nine StigLaNo : 
‘ f enf | MARGARET STIGLIANO 
a safe basis fo forcement, | JAMES MICHAEL STIGLIANO 

19. Finally, attention must be JOHN ALEN STIGLIA 
paid to the inco tax question ROBERT WILLIAM STIGLIANO 
with regard to ense fee and 


‘ounty (€« 








é it) author 
the names. JAMES SCOTT. 
SCOTT, JAMES MICHAEL 
ALLEN SCOTT and ROBERT 


SCOTT, 
WIL- 





MORTIMER A. ROGERS 
$16 Beaver Dam Road 
| Point Pleasant. N. J. 





royalties, particularly if there} attorney for Petitioners 
exist treaties for the avoidance} pare, ng 22, 29. July 6 $18.27 
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OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT 
BY STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


STATE 






deposited in my office, that the 
HENM AR REAL oe CORP 
a corpo ration of this >, whose principal 


te, 
759 Summer Avenue, 

the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Henry Orenstein 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has com- 
plied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes, 
preliminary to the issuing of this Certificate 
that such consent has been filed 


otlice is situated at No 


NOW THEREFORE, 1, EDWAKD J. PAT- 
TEN, Secretary of State of the State of 
New pomeers Do Hereby Certify that the 
said orporation did, on the Eighth day 
of June, 1961, file in my office duly ex- 
ecuted and attested consent in writing to 
the dissolution of said corporation, executed 


by more than two-thirds in interest of the 
stockholders thereof, which said certificate 
and the record of the proceedings aforesaid 
1ow on tile in my said office as provided 





are 
he +W 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my band and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Eighth day of June. A.Ib, 
Seal) one thousand nine = h and 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
Lud June 15, 22, 29, July 6 8.35 
STATE OF NEW_ JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


by the unanimous consent of al! the stock- 





holiers, deposited in my office that 

KANTOR BROTHERS IN‘ 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 
ttice is situated at No. 134-136 Lillie Street, 
n the ¢ ‘ Newark, Coun of Essex, 
ite > New Jersey (Irving Kantor 
being the axent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). har 


requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
wf New Jersey. preliminary té the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Ito Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
1961, file in 


complied with the 


Eighth day of J 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration. executed by all the 


stackholderr 
which said consent and the record 


thereof, 

of the proceedings aforesaid By A row on file 

it d office as provide 

she “IN TESTIMONY WHE Ri SOF. I 
have hereto set my hand 4 and af 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton, 
this Big seit day of wi A.D 

(Seal) one theusand nine hundred and 
sixty-or 
EDW. vr {‘D J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 

I J + > ae 391.66 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF INJSSOLUTION 


To ali to whom these presente may come, 

Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
ly duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

GOLDWEIN HOLDING COR PORAT »N 
a < is State, wi rincipal 





-orporation of th 
e js tuate t N 26 Jour Squa ir 
the ¢ f Jersey City. ¢ ty of Hudson. 
Stat f New Jersey (Gerald Ka I 
being the agent therein and re Quan cheveet 
upon whom process may be served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 


of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Iho Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissulntion of said cor- 





poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton, 
Ninth da o Jun ADK. 
! | dred and 
1 PATTI! 
tate 
Ze ys oo 
STATE OF NEW JERSE} 
DEPARKTME NT OF TATE 
CERTIFICATE © IISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greetin 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 





by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
ty ibe unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
PEBEN REAI COMPANY, INC 
corporst a ft tate whose principal 
ss it I al Avenue 
i e Cit of East Essex 
State of New Sherma 
being the agent the rein and in charge thereof 
npon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. ‘preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 


June, 1961 file in 


my office a “aul ¥ executed and atteste 1 conser 











in writing to the dissoluti of said cor- 
poration, executed by a!l stocklio Ider» 
thereof, which said couxsent ar -ord 
{ the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
n mv aaid office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREO i 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton 
( A.D 
Seal) i hundred and 
PATT! 
y State 
Ld J 22, 29 $21.60 





* MAY CONCERN 






— * and prov 
MAJESKI 
S MAJESKI, 


$13.86 
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SSS Announcement LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY PE I Mia My BS 


A Dependable 


Service For 
Lawyers 


Our Representatives 
Cover Daily— 


In Trenton 


The Offices of the 
Supreme Court 
Superior Court 
Secretary of State 
U.S. District Court 
Workmen’s Compensation 
State Tax Department 
Attorney General 
Bureau of Vital Statistics 
All other State Offices 


In Bergen, Essex, Hudson, 
Passaic and Union 


Counties 


County Clerk’s 


Register 
Surrogate 


Office 


County Clerk’s Vault 
Register’s Vault 
Sheriff’s Office 
Surrogate’s Vault 


Referees in 


Bankruptcy 


Chancery Division Chambers 
Compensation Courts 


All County Courts and Offices 


Municipal Courts and Offices 


District Courts 


Ali Parts of the District Courts 


in the Counties mentioned. 


Services We Perform— 


Ascertaining 


corporate name 


availability and corporate in- 


formation 


Service of papers on attorneys 
Filing and delivery of papers, 


files, ete. 


Obtaining information and data 


Abstracting dockets 


Searchirig and abstracting trade 
corps., 


names, 


estates, etc. 


chattel mtgs. 


rocuring Forms or Rules 
Marking District Court cases 
Obtaining police and hospital 


reporis 


Messenger Service 


Our messenger calls at your 
office daily for your instructions 
and requests on forms provided 


by us. 


Reports 


A prompt report is given you 
on each request you make. 


THIS SERVICE IS AVAILABLE 
TO YOU FOR A NOMINAL 
MONTHLY CHARGE 


Serving 


the Bar of New Jersey 


For Over 30 Years 


NEW JERSEY LAWYERS 
SERVICE 


240 Mulberry Street 
Newark 1, N. J. 
MArket 3-6190 





Murray R. Miller is now asso-| 


ciated with the firm of David & 


Albert L. Cohn, 152 Market St., 


Paterson. 





LEGAL NOTICES 





ESTATE OF 
DECEASED 


OF THE 

AUER, 
MENT OF 
EBY GIVEN 


er” kay “i 
YOILE E. ISS 

SOTO E OF 

NOTICE 








Serr. 
IS HER 





TRUST COMPANY, as Executor of the Last 
Will and Testament of Cecile E. Rossauer, 
deceased, will be audited and stated by the 
Clerk of the Superior Court of New Jersey 
and reported for settlement to the i 
Court of New Jersey, Chancery ion, 
Essex County, on the 28th day of pets st, 
1961, at 9:30 A. M. at the Hall of Records, 
Newark, New Jersey. 
Dated: June 9, 1961 

FIDELITY UNION TRUST COMPANY 

By 

John S. Bacheller 

Senior Vice President 

as Executor of the Last Will 

and Testament of Cecile E 

tossauer, deceased. 
Riker, Danzig, Marsh & Scherer 


744 Broad Street 
Newark 2, New Jersey 
Attorneys. 





L..J.—June 15, 22, 29, July 6 $18.90 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 

by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

holders, deposited in my office that 


THE SELVIN REALTY CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 400 - 38th Street, in 
the City of Union City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Marvel S. Platoff 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Hevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certiticate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Ibo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Fighth day of June, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN WHEREOF, 1 





TESTIMONY 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Pighth day of June, 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of Riese: 

LJ June 15, 22, 2¢ $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 


WHBPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

KINGWOOD CORP 

a corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 352 Main Street, 
in the City of Orange, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Louis Lando 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Kighth day of June, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Eighth day of June, A.D., 
(Seal) on th« ousand nine hundred and 
sixty y-one 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
LJ June 15, 22, 29 $21.60 





SHERIFF'S SALE 

WUNTY COURT C 

LAW. “DIV ISION 
PAGE 45 


ESSEX COU 
DOOK 
Adelino Vasque 
ican Political 
tion, Defendant. 
By virtue of 









LY COURT, 
NO. DJ 39, 
Plaintiff. vs. Spani sh-. Amer- 
Assn., a New Jersey corpora- 
E xBC UTION. 
the above stated writ 
‘cution, to me directed, I shall expose 
le by Public Vendue, in Room 506, 
(Board Meeting Room), in 








Records 
















Newark, on Tuesday, the 11th day of July. 
next, at 1:30 p.m. (Prevailing Time), all 
title and interest of the above 

endant, of, in and to all that tract 

of land and premises. situate, 

bi in the City of Newark, 

County, New Jersey: 

inning at a point on the northerly 

line of Lafayette Street distant 47 ft. west- 
erly from ie Northwesterly corner of the 
same and Merchant Street: from ( 
kk ayette Street North 62° 7° 


rth 27° test | 100 
50 


100 feet 


53 


7’ East 


we 


















32 feet; 
West to the 


5 & 6 on Block 4 on the 





Ayers & Tunis Properties made 
by Ellis Dunn, Surveyor, and 
rister’s Office of Essex County, 

pod A of Maps, Page 18. 
Lafayette Street, Newark, 
"og sea | 25, Block 1982, on 
amount of the Judgment 


















th sale is the sum of 
‘ivi ghty-one Dollars and 
rt -fou 1.34), together with 
he eosts of al 
Newark, N. J sane 5. 1961 
JOHN A. PAOLERCIO, Acting Sheriff 
Richard M. Glassner, Attorney 
L.J.—June 15, 22. 29, July 6 $34.65 
Dated: May 12, 1961 
ESTATE OF CHARLES B. RUPPEL, de- 
evased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H 
WIENER. Surrogate of the County of Kevex 
this day made on the application of the 


nice ersigned, ae of said deceased. notice 












reby given to the creditors of sal 
Aan d Pe exhibit to the subseriber. under 
ath or affirmation. their claims and demands 
against the estate of said deceased within 
six months from this date, or they will be 
‘orever barre d from prosecuting or recovering 
the same agai oe the snbscriber 

*ETER M. ADUBATO 

DEL NEGRO & ADUBATO, Attorneys 
24 Branford Place 
Newark 2. N. J. 
L.J. —May 18, 25. June 1 8, 15 


ACOOUNT | 
that the 
first and final account of FIDELITY UNION | 





of | 


a 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

35 IOWA AVENUE OORP. 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 
ffi i i ted at No. 50 California Avenue, 
Paterson, County of Passaic, 
State of New Jersey (Jules R. Besserman 
being the agent therein and in charge tliereof. 
upon whom process may be served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
; of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
I day of June 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed ‘and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid ”* gil on file 
in my said office as provided la 
TESTIMONY WHERE OF. 1 



























IN 

bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Fifth day if June, 

(Seal) A.D... on thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 

L.J June 15, 22, 29 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


to whom these presents may come, 
Greeti 
WHERE AS. It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 





ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
THE HOLIDAY POCONOS, INC. 

a cort tion of this State. whose principal 
office tuated at No. 17 Academy Street 
n the City f Newark, County of Essex, 
State , New Jersey (Alexander Krauss 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the iesuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I[, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Cert fy that the said corporation did, on the 

th day of June, file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 


1961, 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 

on file 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now 





in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton, 
thi Lighth day of June, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 15, 22, 29 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF 


OF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 
presents may come, 


all to whom these 
Greeting: 

WHDBPREAS, 
by duly 
for 
unanimous consent of all 
office 


It appears to my satisfaction. 
authenticated record of the vroceed- 

the voluntary dissolution thereof 
the stock- 
deposited in my that 
I E KNE H, 


holders, 





hose pri 
nty Avenue 
of Hudson, 
arles Henkel 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
pon whom process may be served). hans 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirty-tirst day of May 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 





al 























in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are — on file 
no omy said office as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J 
| have hereto set my hand and af- 
H fixed mr sdeech st at Trenton, 
) T i iy of May, 
(Seal) isand nine hundred 
PATTEN, 
| State 
\ J.—J s ea $21.60 
STATE OF. NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTME OF STATE 





_ CERTIFICATE OF 

To all to whom these 
Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


DISSOLUTION 
presents may come, 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanuxous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 





UINGTON CO INSTRUC TION CO 





" State, whose principal 
tt » 17 \ ademy Street, 
i t City « ark. County Beers 
State o¢ New Jersey Milton J. F elstein 


being the agent therein and in charge ale 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 

Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
ot New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify chat the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-nin lay of May, 1961, file in 


my office a oa executed and attested consent 








in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 










|! in my raid office as provided by law. 
| IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1] 
| have hereto set my hand and af- 
| fixed my official] seal. at Trenton. 
| this Twenty t lay f Mary. 
} (Sea A D . on usand nine hundred 
i and sixty-one 
| EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
| 1..3.—June 8, 15, 29 $21.60 
| $21 
ee a 
| Datei: May 9, 1961 
E STATE OF BERTHA J. LONG, deceased 
nant the tder f DaVID H 
nty of Essex 
cation of the 
ssid deceased 


the creditors of 
to the subscriber 
ir claims an¢ 
of said decease 
this date. 
from 
the same axatnet 


THE NATIONAL STATE “BANE 


from 


six mont hs 
forever barred 





recovering 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


holders, deposited in my office that 
( CONDIC 0, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is s tuated os No Thirteen th Avenue, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Joseph H. Farnham 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Bevised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


Twenty-ninth day of May, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 





CERTIFICATE OF J)JSSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeti 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
ty duly authenticated record of the prowess. 





ings for the voluntary dissolution thera: 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock. 
holders, deposited in my office that 
SPRUCE APARTMENTS, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principe 
office is lated at. No 6: 5 South 10th Stres- 
n the ty Cs ark, County of Ess 
State of New Morris Ch 





being the agent therein and in charge theres, 
upon whom procese may be served). has 
compiled with the requirements of Title * 
Corporations. General, of Revi Statur 

of New Jersey, preliminary to the issu ee 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary o¢ 
State of the State of New Jersey, Ibo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-ninth day of May, 1961 file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 








in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | poration, executed by ail the stockholder. 
thereof, which said cousent and the record | thereof, which said cousent and the reeord 
of the proceedings aforesaid are a on file | of the ty pete eg J _ on file 
in my said office as provided by la in my said office as provid y 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. H 
have hereto set my hand and af- have hereto set my hand and a! 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. fixed my official seal. at Trentes 
this Twenty-ninth day of May, this Twenty-ninth day of 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred| (Seal) <A.D., one thousand nine bur 
and sixty-one. and sixty~ne 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. aa i of State. 
L.J.—June 8, 15, 22 $21.60 | L.J.—Ju 8, 22 $2 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY ‘s 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE NOTICE 


CERTIFICATE OF [DJSSULUTION 
all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 

WHBREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
AIR-WAY HEATING CO., INC. 
rporation af this State, whose principal 
$ situated at No. 241 North Day Street, 
‘ity of Orange, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Grace G. Landwehr 
being the agent therein and in charge ag 
upon whom process may be served). 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Hevised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of May, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
‘{ the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


Ta 











| 
| 











OF NEWAR 
DARBY & McDONOUGH. Attorneys 
810 Broad oe 


Newark 2, N 
L.J.—May 18. 25. June 1 8, 15 





n my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Twenty-sixth day of May, 
Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty 


ne. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
.J.—June 8, 15, 22 


$21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF sTATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ali to ichom these presents may come, 

Greeti 


WHEREAS, 


To 


It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 






holdera, deposited in my office that 
SVELYN CORP” 
a corporation 8 State, whose principal | 
” -e is situ 295 Oraton Street | 
th City County f [ssex, 
State of New E Kub Pres 





being the agent therein “and in charge thereof. 
upon whom procese may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iesuing 
Certificate of Dissolution. 
THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certity that sd said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-sixth day of May, 1961, file in 
my office a eas executed and attested consent 





in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my raid office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
bave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-sixth lay of May, 
Seal) <A.D., ome thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary 
L.J.—June 8. 15, 22 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE 
To all to whom 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
upanimous consent of all the stock- 
deposited in my office that 
API ico 


OF STATE 
OF DISSOLUTION 
these presenta may come, 


by the 
holders, 





it Wi aldwi ck, 
oy 


New Jer Fine 


Leon nard 
teing the avent therein and in charge thereof, 





upon whom process may be served). bar 
complied with the requirements of Titie 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
ft New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certiticate of Dissolution. | 
NOW, THERE FORE, I. the Secretary of | 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the } 
Twenty-sixt lay of May 1961, file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





in writing to the dissolntion of said cor- 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings af — id are now on Sle 








in my eaid office as prov by law. 
IN TESTIMONY. WHEREOF, J 
have hereto set mr hand and af- 
fixed mv official seal. Trenton. | 
this Twe f May, j 
Seal) A.D. one hundred | 
and sixtr~ j 
E DW ARD 
pow AnD | 
J.—June 8, 15, 22 $21.60 | 
| 
} 
- Dated: May 17, 1961 | 
ESTATE OF GIDEON STUDLEY, deceased 
irsuant order of DAVID B. | 





of the County of Essex, 

made on the application of the 
ed. Executor of said deceased 
s hereby given to the creditors of said 
to exhibit to the subscriber. under 
r affirmation, their claims and demands 
ist the estate of said deceased within six 
hs from this date. or they will be forever 
m pr gee ad _ recovering the 


th } 
THE SUMMIT TRUST COMPANY | 
BURKE & NOL 












SCHMID, 
"Springfield Avenue 
amit. N. J. 





L.J.—May 25. June 1, 8, 15, 22 


> the Matter of Application of 
Frank Joseph Tauschek and Daisy 
Margaret Tauschek to change names: 
To Whom It May Concern: 

TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
apply to the Essex County Court on June 2a 
1961 at 9:30 a.m. (DST) at the 
House, Newark, New Jersey, for a judg 
authorizing them to assume the names 








Frank Joseph Tyler and Daisy Margaret 
Tyler. 

Frank Joseph Tauschek 

Daisy Margaret Tauschek 
James H. Me Leod 


Attorney for applicants 
= Park Place. Newark, N 
L.J.—May 25, June 1, 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfact 
‘iy duly authenticated record of the pr: 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock. 
holders, deposited in my office that 


JEANNE DEE, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 89 Paterson S t 
in the City of Paterson, County of Passa! 
State of New Jersey (Edward J. M 
being the agent therein and in charge ti 
upon whom esa may be served). b 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jerser, Do Hereb 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-fourth day of May, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said r 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on Sle 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREO 
have hereto set my hand al- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 


To 























this Twenty-fourth day of May 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 


EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 1, 8, 15 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Ta all to w these presenta may come, 





ja cor{ oration 


Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfact 
by duly authenticated record of the proce 
ings for the voluntary dissolution th 
by the unanimous coneent of all the st 

holdera, deposited in my office that 
JULES GRAND COMPANY, INC 
of this State, whose pri a 
office is situated at No. 30 Osborne T 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex 
State “ New Jersey " (Norman Kat tz 
being the agent therein and in charge thereo! 
upon whom process may be served). bs 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statute 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW. THBREFORE, I, the Secretary 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo H 





wa 





* 








| Certify that the said corporation did, on thé 


First day of June, 1961, file D 
my office a duly executed and attested consec' 





in writing to the dissolution of said 
poration, executed by all the stackbo 
thereof. which said cousent and t! ve Te 





of the proceedings aforesaid are n¢ 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
have hereto set my hand & a 
fixed my official seal. at Trent 
this First lay of J 
A.D., one thousand 
and sixty ne. 

EDWARD lag PATTEN 

Secretary of State 

| L.J.—June 8, 15, 22 $21 





(Seal) 





ere OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF sTATE r 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
¥y oft Se whom these presents may come, 
Freeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfactioc 
by duly authenticated record of the presi: 








ings for the voluntary dissolution there.‘ 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock: 
holders, deposited in my office that 
F. G. M. BUILDERS, INC. 
a corporation of this State. whose principe 
ffi is situated at No. 1139 East 
in the City of Elizabeth, Countr 0: 
State of New Jersey (Harry W 


helen the agent therein and in charge tlie 
upon. whom process may be served). 
complied with the requirements of Title *4 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuiné 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. = 
NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretars Ls 
State of the State of New Jersey, Io Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. 





on ts 


file 





Twenty-sixth day of May, 1961. 

my office a duly executed and attested cons 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockbo! ider 
thereof, which said cousent and the aa 


of the proceedings aforesaid ~ — on 8 


in my said office as provi ided 
my SN ° TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 
have hereto set my hand and 
fixed mv official seal. at Trento 
this Twenty-sixth day of Mary 
(Seal) A.D.. one menenne nine hundred 
and sixty 


EDWAR», J. * PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 1, 8. 15 


21 60 
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= 
LEGAL NOTICES ay LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
as Dated: May 25, 1961 ~ : 5 
ESTATE OF FRED G. MATER. La STATE OF NEW JERSEY py Re A A COUNTY OOURT ©-79 SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-314 
su 7) D urd < PY ) | ce oe seen ITY COT z, 7 y SY 
ER. Surrogate of the County of Essex,| _ CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | , CERTIFICATE “OF DISSOLUTION SSSR COUNTY COUNT, NO, a-sert | SUPBIIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY. 
e day made on the application of the; To all to whom these presents may come OEE, 32) CROWD CESS  PEGREETE| BORSE COMAe Corporation, Plaintiff, vs. Jackso’ nO. Bryant DOCKET NO. F 1335-60. 
signed, Executors of said deceased, Greeting: ‘| Wh bie Ss. 1 isfaction and Parilee Bryant, sila Paril Lee Bryant, Between Harry Bierman, Plaintiff. and 
4: wiice iw hereby given to the creditors uf |, WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. | iy quiy authenticated recond ot the proceed. | Defendants. EXBOU WillJo Uorp., a N. J. corp. John D. Ferni- 
oe wad deceased t o the subscribers, 5 authenticated record of the proceed: ines for the voluntary dissolution thereof By virtue of the "ae stated writ of | cola, trustee, and the State of New Jersey. 
ath or affirmation, their ciaims anu | (ngs for the voluntary diesolution thereof } aes * - | Execution, to me directed. I shall expose | Defendants. EX EOUTION. For Sale of 
kr. by the im by the unanimous consent of all the stock * 
e S against the estate of said deceased, rad unanimous consent of ali the etock-) hijders, deposited in my office that for sale by Public Vendue, in Room 506. | Mortgaged Premises. 
six months from tunis date, or toey | "lders, deposited in my office that ee eae is Hall of Records (Board Meeting Room), in By virtue of the above stated writ of 
be forever barred from prosecuting or J EIN SON AP "AR TMENTS, INC. | VIM ROUT! 18, INC. oie Newark, on Pacer the 20th day of June. | Execution, to me directed, I shall expose 
a r of this State a corporat S >, whose principal! next, at 1:30 P. M. (Prevailing Time). all | for saie by Public Vendue, in Room 506, 





g the same against the subs | 
HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | 
ANK J. MEYERS 

S. BINGHAM, Attorney 


whose principal | om... 
Church Street, | office 
inty of Passaic. 


is s 
| Drive, in t 
’ ‘: | of Essex, S 
(Irving Rubin ; 29 







4 

203 North Woods the right. title and interest of the above! Hall of Records (Board Meeting Room). in 
h Orange, County | named defendants, of, in and to all that | Newark, on Tuesday, the 20th day of June. 
sey (Richard Baime | tract or parcel of land and premises situate, | next, at 1:30 P. M. (Prevailing Time). all 
n charge thereof. | lying and being in the City of Newark, | the following tract or parcel of land and the 








tate 
being the agent therein a: 




























































































































































d St. , | 
an o being por agent therein and agen yg so upon whom process be served). has | Essex County, New Jersey. premises hereinafter particularly described. 
4 5 29, July 6 coma lied at the a i Hage Mt 14, complied with the requirements of Title 14. BEGINNING at a point in the northerly | situated. lying and being in the City of 
ea Carn tons, Genera of Revived Statutes Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | line of Renner Avenue, distant 116.08 feet | Newark, Essex County, New Jersey 
ne ated: May 26. 1961! of Now Jersey, preliminary to the fesuing of. New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | easterly from the northeasterly corner of | BEGINNING at a point in the westerly 
’ STATE OF WALTER Cc. CLAUSEN of thie Cert the te of Dissolution | of this Certificate of Dissolution. ; Seymour Avenue and Renner Avenue as the | line of Hedden Terrace as tlie same is laid 
‘ and ; | NOW. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of | NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | same are laid down on Map of Weequahic | out and established on May entitled ‘‘Map 
: ania ia the cede ot DAY ID H. tate: Of tha Stain 46 Mew Jersey. Dio Husa State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby | Park in the City of Newark, thence (1) at | of Hedden Tract Property of the Mutual Land 
std WIENER, Surrogate of the Cot > of Essex. re that the said ‘corporation did. aa the Certify that the said corporation aid. on the | right angles to Renner Avenue northerly 100 x Improvement Company, situated in the 
D made on the application h Twenty-sixth f May, 1961, file inj feet; thence (2) easterly parallel to Kenner | City of Newark, Essex County, New Jersey.”’ 
i. Executor of said Second day of June, 1961, file 10) my omce a date executed and etieutes consent | Avenue 39 feet; thence (3) southerly 100/ distant 650 feet southerly from the corner 
rice is hereby given to the cred my effice a duly executed and attested consent | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | feet to the northerly line of Renner Avenue; | formed by the intersection of said line of 
sid deceased to exhibit to the s in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| poration. executed by all the stockholders | thence (4) westerly one said Renner Ave-| Hedden Terrace with the southerly line of 
rd ath or affirmation, their cl: poration, executed by all the stockholders, thereof. which said couxent and the record | "Ue 39 feet to BEGINNING. | Clinton Avenue as laid out on said Map 
e remands against the estate of said thereof. which said cousent and the record | of the proceedir aforesaid i | are now on file being, the _ same premises conveyed to | said point being also the southeasterly cor- 
six months from of the proceedings aforesaid are — on file | in my eaid office as pr by law. | Jackson C. Bryant and Parilee Bryant. a/k/a | ner of Lot 12 on said Map; from thence run- 
J soeaver teeta in my said office as provided by la | IN TESTIMONY. ““WHERBOF, 1 | Paril Lee Bryant, his wife, by Theodore | ning (1) westerly along the southerly line of 
f r ne ag Page om : ESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1] have hereto set my hand and af- | Braffman and Gertrude S. Braffman. his | Lot 12 and at right angles to Hedden Terrace 
ar WwW ‘RD SAVID [STITUTION have hereto set my hand and af- fixed my i seal. at Trenton. fe. by deed dated November 30, 1959 and | 115.81 feet; thence running (2) in 4 south- 
F. CONNOLLY, Attorney : ei fixed my official seal. at Trenton | ‘rded December 9. 1959 in the Office of the Phas rly direction 50 feet to the northwester- 
™ = ty-sixth day of May. | ter of Essex County in book 3683 of! !y corner of Lot 14 on said map: thence 
this June, A.D..! (Seal) sand nine hundred andj De for said County on Page 245. }running (3) easterly along the northerly 
29. July 6 Se e th I hundred and Being known and designated as 173 Renner | line of Lot 14 and at right angles to Hedden 
% . sixty-on PATTEN, Avenue, Newark, New Jersey. | Terrace 115.82 feet to the westerly line of 
EDWAKD J. PATTEN, State | The approximate amount of the Judgment ; Hedden Terrace; thence running (4) north- 
Dated: June 2. 1961 Secretary of State L.J.—June 1< 2 $21.60) to be satistied by said sale is the sum of); erly along me 50 feet to the point 
= S OF JOHN A. S& SHRINK deceased. | L-J..—June 15, 22. 29 of | eae | Five Thousand Three Hundred and Fifty- | and place INNING : 5 
¢ tw € order AVI I — — _ - — TO. THE CREDI RS THE LITHIUM | ne Dollars and Ninety-Eight Cents ($5.- | Being known ‘as 53 Hedden Terrace, New- 
the © ; =e ee es AND MET “RGICS RO. | 359.98), together with the costs of this sale. | ark. N. 
z f tl STATE OF NEW JERSEY NY AND ME URGICAL PRO- 3 po 6th Seeman 
de > DEPARTMENT OF STATE COMPANY, each a corporation of | so. OWREE SN, ace eet oes teen Pe. sae ee Se ee 
Executor of CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION tat JOHN A. PAOLERCIO. Acting Sheriff. es be satisfied by said sale is the sum of 
. hereby given to To all to whom these presents “may ‘come, | | JACOB GREEN, Attorney. e Thousand Four Hundred and Fifty-five 
ieceased to exhibit Greeting: ? ‘tia Sunerior | L.J.—May 25, June 1. 8, 15 $34.02 | de Zether “with twenty ane a ($3.455.22). 
sath or affirm WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, ry Division. | ; | ch OM. Meee oe ie ear 
mn is against the estate by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- . 1961. in a! Dated: May 17. 1961 JONT ya P PAOL, BE i fio. aati Sheriff 
2 Six months from this ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof LOY CORPORA: | ESTATE OF ADAM SKELDON, deceased , us FAST & FAST. Attorneys 
rt m barred from hy the unanimous consent of all the stock- | T Jersey, is plain-| Pursuant to the order of DAVID H-] 17 7 fay on. June ~~ 8 15. + $37.17 
fen same _azainst holders. deposited in my office that | COMPANY. WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, | ~ cociceaalia lcs Mess a 
THE NATION AL STATE WHITESTONE COMP ANY. IN | rsey, and METAL-| chis day made on the application of the 
et ita “grain yor ai compos t ‘a ~ipal | ES COMPANY, a cor-| undersigned. Executrix of sald deceased, STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
a as Str Attorneys fice i at porath on of ; Je rse} are defendants, ; notice is hereby given to the creditors of DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
<a ¢ | NOTICE BY GIVEN to the creditors | sald deceaned to exhibit to. the subscriber, CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
5 ») 90 ¢ Sssex, f r i i ir SHAP TR oy ene under oath or affirmation, thetr claims and Fes Lonny whom these presents may come, 
Le, eee é in e e f. ng « =e ne | demands against the estate of said deceased treeting: 
aa | pon te zane tert % harge thereat. | : ae gen witbin six months from this date, or they WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. 
9 Dated >» 2. 1961 | complied with the requirements of Title 14. | Wee ave ‘Wo will be forever barred from prosecuting or| by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
™ . LILLIAN M. Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | °'' eceiver’s | recovering the same against the subscriber. | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
= of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | 3: t KATHLEEN SKELDON | bv the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
the order of of this Certificate cf Dissolution. | “ ‘| SLAVITT & SLAVITT, Attorneys | holders, deposited in my office that 
gate of the © RAF THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | Hp several cl ‘ime 17 Academy St. F VIM HOBOKEN, IN¢ ; 
the tate of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby | ‘ cae auere reste sre. | Newark 2. N.. 3 ja ition of this State, whose principal 
Corti that the said corporation did, on the , ns within two (2)/ 1 J.—May 25. June 1. 8. 15, 22 5 is situated at No. 318 Washington 
’ i : one = Ta 1961 file in| eot or ype | in Lia Oity f ae gy of 
1 « of e, rl, ile in | Z£ n st utic | ea sa Aca = } State o ew ersey Arthur Oxen- 
my office a ‘eas executed and attested consent | defendant | ore eee a ae | being the agent therein and in 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
¢ poration, executed by all the stockholders = l7 ali to hoa th = op t “ | served), has complied with the requiremente 
? thereof, which said couxent and the record tA |  conaegues. ese presents may come | of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Reviseé 
te ” ie % a of the proceedings aforesaid are now on e j . tatutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
FRANK a MASON in my raid office as provided by law. I | oe eaten AS. he a oF te be "aa —— ling of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
jee IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 . iG I y 2. i senticated record OF whe proceet 7OW, THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of 
. — tEET, Attorneys heave hereto set my hand and af- COMPAN) : Pee or the voluntary desolution thereof | State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
: a fixed mv official seal. at Trenton. 1 s wark, N. J Pa ’ unanimous consent of all the stock- | (ertity that the said corporation did. on the 
> r 29 9Q) Ia) > AB NI R Ww . Iders, denosited in my office that | Twenty-sixth day of May 1961 file in 
7 L.J.—Jun 8. 15, 22, 29, July 6 this Fifth y of June A.D Att ‘ - CORONET HATS, INC. | my office a duly executed and attested consent 
Ss one thousand ine hundred az 921 Bergen A Jersey City, N. J. a corporation of this State. whose principal | i, writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
: Dated: May 25. 1961 L.J June 1. 8 5 $21.12 office is situated at No. 386 North Wyoming poration, executed by all the stockholders 
ESTATE OF DANIEL A. FRIEDMAN D J. PATTEN, | =e _ | Avenue, in the Municipality of South Orange. | thereof, which said consent and the record 
ased of State = a | County of Essex, State of New Jersey (Milton | of ¢).6 ‘proceedings aforesaid are row op Sle 
; $21.60 D E. Friedberg being the agent therein and in|}, me caid offen nm, > : 





DAVID Ff ine 15. 22. 29 $21 
a eee : 

; ‘ STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

ail DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

of CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

Z all to whom these presenta may come, 


charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Re 
vised Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary 


OF I 
my hand and af- 
seal. at Trenton 


this Twenty-sixth day of May 


IN TES 
have herete 
fixed my offic a 







































7 Basic! sed. ! to the issuing of this Certificate of Dissolu- | (Sea!) A.D... one thousand uine hundred 
WHERE t tisfaction . the creditors of | tion and sixty-one 
REAS. ars to my satis ; 7 Ranaut it on Here ie 
tie te <a sole ae the ened: the ee NOW. THE! RE rere I. the Secretary of EpDWw vA me J eta N 
s i +air Stute of the e ¢ re re See a of Ste 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof paid Gvesanal | ccttie thas ous cath eomeunariar Ga ce oe tid —tiee 1 oe $21.60 
by the waaninens consent bo ar stock- or they | qwaisth day of ‘lay. 7 196. Sle. tt- chaste ae = 
holders, eposit in my office a fr inet ov | 4 ‘ . ‘ 
* FRIEDMAN mula aati : | heribar | MY office a duly executed and attested consent | — SUPERIOR COURT OF N 
J Ss a VIM PLAINFIELD, INC subscriber. | , pr isa Inti at 
F ‘ SDMA? VIM PLAI [ELD, INC. -ESRERG | in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- | CHANCERY DIVISION Sk 
IN Mt KENI ora o S_ State. whose : | poration, executed by all the stockholders | NOTICE OF TLEME 
ROTTA Atto ormey ffice is situated at No S. SOLOMON, ms ta »ME 
GROTTA, Attorney Sree ine ERAS CEO ne Ei hereof. which said consent and the recor tice is hereby given that the Second 
a tres au Pee . | of the ae oe cn ee a on file | inal Account of the subscriber, 
ss = : as Qn said o ice rvi¢ ) la Fidelity Un Trust ©. : . 
8. 15. 22, 29 eing the agent therein and in charge thereof. IN TESTIMONY WHEREOP, 1) ‘fo temtse andes the Pema lon 
- einai ; “on ge gg i Mg Cy a Pt ptt Nei —— — <= Sections (b) (ce) and (d) of the Last Will 
ee E E rliex SS ee a a ee € ome : renton and Testament of 
rE RIIFICATE OF Corporations, General, of Meviens Siscutes ted: May 24,1961]... this ‘Twelfth day of May, | mRO. SCHLOSS. 
REDI OFIOe, OF CAPITAL f a Fp Ra ae i A e ESTATE OF BERNICE C. KLINE, deceased. ; Seal} A D *, hapa thousand nine hundred | deceased, will be audited and stated by the 
. , oe . prety | rsu rder of DAVID H.| pect ral Recen Clerk of and reported for settlement to the 
» “ . i 7a? . § f irsu vA ” ler of and reportec r 8€ ment to the 
Ba Ms Be Me < pee } ENO ¢ th Ss aoe pet Pe INE County of Essex, | | mind og J. PATTEN. Superior Court of New Jersey. Chancery Divi- 
chee issigt) OS the principal office of the per i th ae th e sald corporation did, on the ration of the} , Secretary of Btate. sion, Essex County at the Hall of Recorda, 
¥ on in New Jersey is No. 825 Fre-| (ertify that the ae deceased, | ..J.—June 8, 15, 22 $21.60 | Newark. New Jersey. on Friday, the 30th 
b Newark. New Jersey : tr-s ¥ f— May. 1961, file ir ‘ i br zg the tors of] day of June next, at 10:00 A.M., and that 
Lal io bes | my office a duly , exeraned and | att ested consent | Said deceased. t t to the subscriber. | Dated: May 17, 1961 | application will at that time be made for 
Se een cet in writing vw the dissolution of said cor- Y t r affir r heir s and) ESTA TE OF HELEN A. PETERS, deceased | the allowance of 1issions aggregating 





said deceased | Pursuant to the order of DAVID B | £299.80. accrued corpus commission as trus- 

date, or they | W IENER. Surrogate of the County of Essex, | tee for Prudence E. Schloss, and the sum of 

prosecuting Or] this day made on the application of the | $1.938.71 for Fidelity Union Trust Com- 

the snbseriber. | phe Executor of said deceased, | Dany. surviving trustee, income commissions 
| 


rporation may be served is Charl 
linghuysen Aver 








poration, executed by al ci stockholder® 
h which said couxent and the record 
f receedings aforesaid are now on file 
n my raid office 






v. Porter & Co., Inc.. a corporati by law 





CST COMPANY 









































































Tranized 1 4ot} nder th of the E as provid DY la’ : i. ; 4 ¢ 
Stet, ele — r the laws of th IN TESTIMON WHEREOF, I! Rt SOMPA ce 1s hereby given to the creditors of /t? Prudence E. Schloss as trustee $12.75. 
TIE that Tg set Ae spit have hereto set my hand a af SH SCHERER, deceased to exhibit to the subscriber acerned interest dune Prudence E. Schloss to 
hat by proceedin fixed my official seal. at Trenton | “ | October 14, 1960, $253.35, and the proctora 
(rs and st ! = ; | under oath or affirmation, their claims and for the accountant wil make avetiestit of 
with the this Twentr-sixth of May. | demands against the estate of said deceased that time for the allowance of a conneel fee 
Tersey Se ne thousand ne hundred ae | within six months from this date, or they of $1 000.00. ae aa iis 
Certificate of y-one e St hes s __| will be forever barred from prosecuting or ” dae alain oe he oie 
led change 1 i Dp J. PATTEN | é : Ee | recovering the same against the subaertber SS, seh Need conse oe Ni Meagan = 
K to 2000 shares of Clase. etary of State . surrey a peated: May 22. 1961/ THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | to the Court for directions as to the distri- 
Stock without par value and 28.0( 22, 29 60 GOLDBERG, | DOUGLAS C. BAKER, Attorney | bation of the telance of the cocoa: tf the 
f ss B mmon Steck without pari — ae ae = scien P 1 ¢ amercé St. f the trrctee after the account 
n¢ retire to the ) STATE OF NEW JERSEY New 2 = J 2 ed and commissions and fees fixed 
unissned stock 112 : DEPARTMENT OF STATE L.J.—May 25, June 1, 8, 15, 22 tn f to Milton M. Manshe Adminia- 
Co o S e| CERTIFICATE OF INSSOLUTION 7 | | trator f the Estate of Ruth hel. and 
7) > ! otc aa =] = 
: T gue se whom these presents may come, S | STATE OF NEW JERSEY | the balance of one-half to Mil %. Stein- 
8 ting: < NT OF ere 
: WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | ‘ ee epPABTME NT A | Your presence is not necessary at the 
f by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- | r : rs ;| To all to whom these presents “may come, | above time nnless yon care to ter some 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof : Fn psig Greeting: a +t biaetina to the acceanéiuse a2 to abanalee 
’ n Oo ~¢ of ll ook. | this ate, 0 ‘ha - - if - ale 
by the unanimous ¢ “my f all the stock- | - cena? Gace’ acca atid tae WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | 27ce of the fees reanested 
holders, deposited in my odice that | Pecigeeas reer SE dba nay subscribers. by duly authenticated record of the proceed- The said aeeonnt he file tn the 
VIM. ; VAT SOLDBER( . ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | office of the Clerk of afi vont "Come twenty 
‘ . r 4; THE HOWA VINGS INSTITU TION | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | days before the time fixed in this notice. and 
ff s -| MORRIS J. OPPENHEIM. Attorney holders, deposited in my office that ron are privileged to examine the same 
e- r | 601 Bangs “Avent Pe © Cr ae EVAR HOLDING CORPORATION Fidelity Union Trust Comnany 
‘ ; each originel ehere saic, St nuel r | Ashurr NJ a corporation of this State, whose principal Ry si rs abide 
: e gin share (i.e : . ' ofRic > eae? r Bi eke Sanl, 
$50.00 aa 4a cack claws) being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | 1..J.—J & 22. 29 de ibe Mes — vad eee om Py eg Tenet AP nts 
. t capital of the cornoration has | upon< whom process may be served). has pe CAPA p0 State <a Naw Verses (Him a Tobin as surviving trustee nnder 
n redneed from $150.000.00 to $66.-| complied with the requirements of Title 14. | T . ny 22. 1981|" " . . ’ = ay Paragraph Fourth Seetione 
: Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes | psTATE OF GEORGE LL COWEN- | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, (b). fe) and (A). of the 
ra fecting st of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing) Ay EN, deces i upon whom procese may be served). has Or 
m n “a canted ‘ {| of this Certificate of Dissolution. | nrenar ( rder of DAVID H,| ¢omplied with the requirements of Title 14. Len Senlene. Weesmned 
+ . the Secretary of State of NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of ¢ the County of Essex.| ‘orporations. General. of Revised Statutes hated: eeeaettes Masai Sona 
eS | New Jersey on May 12. 1961. | State of the State of New Jersey, Ito Hereby | wee ion of the| Of New Jersey. preliminary to the iesuing |" Mar 18th. 1981 : 
T netion of capital has heen effected — that the said corporation did, on the a ‘ deceased of thie Certificate of Dissolution. Wittionn. aiele & MeGtina 
ns of the retirement of s owned ; : er thie eveditate ot NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of dy ik Bik ‘ : 
= ee ee — wentr-sixth jay of Mary 1961, file State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | |. A YH ie aac 
7 cademr re 





+4 bit 
WH bit to the subscribers. ‘Certify that the said corporation did. on the é 2 
er Newark 2. New Jerser 


























TITNESS WHEREOF. H.W PORTER my office a duly executed and attested consent ‘ claims and ‘ 
& INC. has ed this certifica in writing to the dissolution of ani ed estate of said deceased | Thirty-first day of May, 1961, file in|; 7 yay on Jnne 1. 8. 15 042.47 
"© sicned by its Presildent or Vice-President | poration. executed by all the stockholders this date, or they | my office a duly executed and attested consent | ~ = Bes 
s Seeretarr or Assistant cretion ead thereof. which said consent and the record . do from pass nlpeabr Sieh nae in ites to the dissolution of sald cor NOTICE, that on the 29th day of 
*s cornorate seal to he hereunto affixed this | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | ring carr t the subscribers. | poration. executed by all the stockholders | Ju" 1961 at 9:30 o'clock in the forenoon. 
ley of Mar. 1961 in my said office as provided by law. JOHN COWENHOVEN thereof. which said couxent and the record | I. Remolo Potenzone shall apply to the Easex 
H.W. PORTER & CO.. INC IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1) THE NATION AL NEWARK & ESSEX] :'f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | Connty Court, at the Essex County Court 
Br: JAMES MacDONALD have hereto set my _hand and af-| : emeare OF NEWARK | in mv said office as provided by law. House, Newark. New Jersey for a Jndgment 
resident fixed my official seal. at Trenton, MARSH & SCHERE IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. |! | authorizing me to assume the name of Ray- 
RPOR ATE SEAT) this Twenty-sixth day of May, |} have hereto set my hand and af- | mond Potenzone 
test Se _D yne thousand nine hundred! 7 fixed mv official seal. at Trenton. REMOID POTENZONE 
FM. O'Brien ‘ ixty< | this Thirty-first. day of May, | BENDIT. WEINSTOCK, CUMMIS 
serreta ry sees i ARD J. PATTEN j2 5. 22, 2 (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred & KRONER ee ae 
1, 8. 15 $34.0 tary ate Se —_—_— and sixty-one hp oes aintl 
5. 22 Dated: May 19, 1961 EDWARD J. PATTEN, atl gg Feng: 
= at ‘eee | EST: E OF ROBERT CAMPB SF Secretary of State P Jer 
oo IPBELL, SH. | 1.3.—dune 8. 15. 29 $21.60 | LJ.—June 1. 8.15, 22 $10.08 





deceased 
Pursuant to the 
WIENER, Snrrogat 
hi dar made 


Dated: May 18. 1961 
OF MICHAEL G. GRAY, deceased 
‘suant to the order of DAVID H 
NER, Surrogate of the County of Eeser. 
®* day made on the application of the 
ersigned. Executors of said deceased. 

is hereby given to the creditors 

deceased to exhibit to the subscribers 
ath or affirmation. their claims and 
8 against the estate of said deceased 
eix months from this date, or ther D § e 
he forever harred from prosecuting or ¢ er barred from prosecuting or 





Dated: Mar 1 
RD C. LUTHER. 
of DAVID H. 


7 
“4 








Dated: May 24. 1961 

Dated: June 5. 1961 | ESTATE OF KATHERINE BECK. 

1 ESTATE OF GEORGE PIS ER, deceased. deceased. 

undersigned. Exec | Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. Purenant to the order of DAVID RF. 

ce is hereby giver creditors of | WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. | WIPDNER. Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
| 






f _ DAVID H. 
c . 































deceased, to exhibit t subscribers. day made on the application of the | this day made on the application of the 
of inder oath or affirmation. their claims and | ersigned. Administrator of said deceased, | undersigned, Pxecutor of said deceased. 
-| demands against the estate of said deceased | | notice is hereby given to the creditors of | notice is hereby given to the creditora of 
| within six months from this date. or they | said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. | «aid deceased. to exhibit to the subscriber. 
| will be forever barred from prosecuting or| under oath or affirmation, their claims and | under oath or affirmation. their claims and 

overing the same against the eubseribers. | demands against the estate of said deceased | demands against the estate of eald deceased 
ROBERT CAMPBELL. JR. within six months from this date, or they | within six months from this date. or they 





the "ereditors 














| 

reovering the same against the subscribers. he same against the subscribers. LAURENCE €. WARD. JR. | will be forever barred from prosecuting or will he forever barred from prosecuting or 

FR 3ER HUR V. TALMAGE FIRST NATIONAL CITY TRUST | recovering the same against the subscriber. | recovering the same against the subscri 

: SAVINGS INSTITUTION GLEN -RIPGE TRUST COMPANY COMPANY | LOUIS EISLER | THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
<EDERIC C. RITGER, Attorney ARTHUR V. TALMAGE, Attorney PITNEY. HARDIN & WARD. Attorneys | MARTIN ROTH, Attorney DAVID S. BINGHAM. Attorney 
x nge pv. 112 = Bireet | 500 Broad Street | 744 Broad Street | 744 Rroad Street 
Orange. N. Bl o J | Sewark - J, = | Newark 2. N. J. | x ~wark 2. N.J 
L.J.—May 25. Sine 1, 8. 15, 22 J May 5. June 1, 8. 15, 22 J.—June 1. &, 15, 22. 29 L.J.—June 8, 15. 22, 29, July 6 'L.J.—June 1, 8, 15. 22. 29 
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Chicago Traffic Court Backlog Aired | PLI 20th Summer Session | CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 


CHICAGO (ACCN)—Chicago’s, Bowe, a past president of the) Offers 4 Trial Courses in answering any box ads, _| EMPLOYMENT WANTED _ 
traffic courts are all jammed up; Cook County Bar Assn., pointed Seni: address answers to: SES 




















and the congestion is going to to yet another factor which will! . Trial lawyers from all parts of New Jersey Law Journai | i oe = agp nn Be pete 

get quite a lot worse before it | add to the traffic court backlog. | ‘he nation will attend the Prac- | CLA —— 2 ee. See. ee ee “CLA — 

gets any better. |The tribunal has a major scof-| “sing Law Institute’s annual 240 Mulberry St., = —- —— ————_ vO 
One afternoon recently a com-| flaw problem in the form of|Summer Session in New York Newark 1, N. J. | \gineer experienced ts, tepresentation bens: 


City beginning July 10. —— the Federal Agencies, DOD and in Pat (:. 





mittee of Chicago aldermen told| Seven million unpaid tickets for 
the supervising traffic court) motor vehicle violations dating 


tice, conversant with the electronics ind 
desires to be located on or about Sept 


Four courses, each for five | EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 



































| 
om eee days, (9 a.m. to 4 p.m.) will perenne a Suanniianinineaaap E Ss S ee Se 
judge that motorists in his tri- | all the way back to 1948. It in- : _ be |. TTORNEY: EXCELLENT OPPORTUNITY | in guar Cues teas & ae a 
bunal were being “treated like| tends to enforce payment on &'Ven on effective techniques in| tor advancement. Minimum 5 years genera! | ~ 
tage > — 4 yreparing and trying negligence, | 2% triai experience. Give detailed resume | N 
cattle.” The judge, Alfonse|these tickets, and as this par-| Prepe cae ying ‘ “ and salary requirement. CLA 292. | FOR RENT WO 
Beet ek fees = ltioalar: tani (aa he | commercial and criminal actions. | ———— ee — 
Wells, snapped back that there | tic ular backlog is tac kled, the Sicittnd! Sula’ Semmens eal aaa OR Y | LAW OFFICE AVAILALBE IN PEOPLE = 
were shortages of both person- | Seneral traffic court jam will) ** ge 3 ‘8 eed ee prese ATI NE | ‘Trust fank Building, Hackensack, - 
, ‘i , ever . through lectures an emonstra- | Jersey. Call HU 9-5060 
ne . . : > s{f n larger. : 
nel and courtrooms in the city’s grow even larg r tion the methods the have Attorney for negligence trial work. No seemawee Serer = t! 
traffic center. He added that at) Judge Bowe said that the} - d ff ed y experience necessary. Fermeseat full et? Sees Gan Ge Gea or hae et 
bans : ' f . ¢C re. time association. Salary dependent upon ay yer's sui with poss of as a 
least 25 judges were needed in-| earliest time that the problem — Somnearee : ability and performance. Please send | tion. 599 Bloomfield Avenue, Bloomicy, § fl 
tead of the 15 now on duty Mf traffic court congestion can| 7¢ courses for trial lawyers! resume to: Cua 411. | eres n 
ot A e i W A L c ( a oh c * ' apa — ESE a <a x, 
oe | senank : : are: | ESSEX COUNTY P D IE | NEW OFFICE IN MODERN AIR 
Welle -; yicine: be taken se sl g p | ESSEX COUNTY PRACTITIONER FOR | : 2 DL AIR . 
Wells and Municipal Court) 2 - eT SEHLOUS ors hand will -roduct Liability Cases, week! twenty years seeks attorney with at least| dition-d downtown Newark suite i: —1 
Chief Justice Augustine J.| be 1963, and that this will hap-| . : me three years general experience. preferably in | Ciation with other attorneys. MA 3-2236 is 
3 of July 10, analyzes landmark | negligence and trial work, with opportunity ~ 


Bowe, met with the city coun-| Pen only if the state legislature 


= cases and demonstrates. strategy | 18 Semmanent, sevocintion and possibility of | FOR SALE st 


partnership. State experience, marital status 











































s . eiges Defendin Criminal ases 
rent crackdown on traffic code; the Hackensack Golf Clu and). cor of vad 31, working — byes 
violators. Another contributing! Will include golf at any time| 4q. ang techniques of the de- | ana “itis f negligence cases. CLA 722.| GENEALOGY: HEIRS AND ABSENT Ds 
factor is that a third violation after 9 AM.; luncheon from) pon ce py outstanding specialists. | age - sar qmmemamees on |QMOL Lee Ge idles oe eee “ 

of 11:30 A.M. to 2 P.M.; and dinner Schol “ se 2 ATTORNEY: YOUNG MAN BETWEEN 25 B. Handlon. 243 Greylock Parkway. ” Belle a 


arships are available for | oo 20 peat ot are OES ee ee a, | ee. 9-4169. 


Wage a : Se ORange 6-0122 | 
- ' 








PERIENCED IN ALL PHASES | ” = 
practice particularly preparation eae 


LAWYER 


I's committee on ice. headed! approves his call for 18 mor : 
cil‘s committee on police, headed DI ren ; : Ps said and techniques of proof and de-| and salary requirements. CLA 703. aaeeennanenipapeneeey - a 
by Ald. Vito Marzullo, to dis- | Judges. | eS ae ee eee ee p 
euso thi problems of the traffic a fense. | ATTORNEY—FOR LEGAL DEPARTMENT | | used. Complet including new Skills 4:1 ih 
SS une 1Us Ais | tne vrs , Trial Technique. week of July) .. °f imsurance company; experienced in neg- etheds volumes. ‘all 6-1060. ir 
rial Technique, week of July| yi ex 
. et ig ; to handle all phases of pre- | — 
court. Bergen Courts To Close 17, demonstrations and panel | trial “ditieation some trial work: - xcellent | FOR oe UNITED = —— OODE AN D 
shortly ‘fore meeting with _ . Dane atk ee | opportunity , row th ith « ing com- notated. complete to date, like new. Phone 
Shortly before meeting with For County Bar Golf | discussions by skilled trial coun- | eer Yay hements Onl OR a 22H MF wYman 25363. . ches F 
the committee of il men lcal ¢« ve > ve awnerte ’ ~ | Charles O. Lefkowitz, or write Consolidated | — 108 
Rone aa ; Tourney | Sel and medical experts of tech-/ \iithal ‘Insurance Gompany. 160 Halsted! QFFICE SPACE WANTED = 
Bowe told a Chicago Tribune re- ‘ ; niques, strategy and tactics in| street. Bast Orange, New Jersey. gier 
porter that conditions were real- as r Ly atine. sett] ‘ ; : See eae ae ORNE Se + 
agian ) bad i ro tr uffic court The courts of Bergen County |‘ valuating, settling and trying} younc ATTOR NEY SI EKING EXI ERI- Pe tea Rigg a ng 
iV not so vac hn the tre court 1 yea bie ys) > i: = ence, rial not jersona infory canes), ) eC olive. ewa or s 
A : ae a arcana will recess for the afternoon of negligence, commercial and equi | entatin. et Hudson County resi- | CLA 712. 
when one considers nicago s or . ¢ | dent preferre no mites ereto yrite = I 
elie iad aseiattn “i omplain- | 2Une 27th, to permit the members ty tt tions. — Kotuareel dent preferred but not limited thereto, | Write | 2 > b+ oe ee Tes} 
reguiar Clv CC S. A COI ¢ - 8 - . statiug personal aud education ckgre . : 
‘nt there has to wait in some|°! the bench and bar of the| = a eine wee e July salary expected. Good opportunity with small | “ E 
an were as WU Wall Ss 4 ‘ » ve o | firm r alert, intelligen Foung person, ee 
“ ee ane a have his) COUnty to attend the annual Ber- medical specialists explain cur-| fm 0r | | CITATIONS of cases in point farnisbed n 
ases seven years t ave his ts : lre ories : acts ‘Ss ner cal a s ones = 
cee gen County Bar Ass’n Golf Tour-| "ent theories and tests in the ioe ee eee I 
ise heard. nament diagnosis and prognosis of major| EXPANDING RIDGEWOOD PRACTICE | Sam Weiss, tl 
Part of the traffic court con- eas . ; : pe rsonal injuries Rie yt pint ny at! > Se i Bn mpg OY 749 Scotland Rd.. 84 , ad 
cestion is due to Chicago’s cur-| The day’s outing will be held at | SS ee eee Orange, N. J Pp 
| 
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conviction means revocation 























P 739) licence in Ninnic | at 7:00 P.M Golf fees are $6.00 ence practice mainly 

a driving license in Iilinois. “" tage > chases abn | Public Defender personnel. men’s Compensation and District Court mat-| Fa vpwpitInG & DOOUMENT EXPERT late 
Hence, motorists facing such a @nd the dinner charge $7.50. A total of 1500 lawyers are ex- | {7% (GyTg Yoged resume’ and salary Ge-) “(aufied examiner; expert testimony {lus Jan 
‘ontingency will come into traf-| Reservations may be made} pecte atte Tr «; | aaetaeneeenaaoe | ated. Hanna F.) Suiner. 85-80 Slet 8 ae 

bel y will ‘ * I 3 . pected to attend PLI’s 16 sum | aa —__—_____—~ | Jackson Heights 73, N.Y.0. ILlinols 8-6176 the 
fie court and tight the charge; with Richard B. Greenhalgh,} mer courses. Sessions will be held | *"!ORNEY: ACTIVE SOUTHERN NEW | ee ae 
rather than plead guilty d Roger W. B ] z; h C. Zi é ibaa RS Pe sips | Jersey law firm desires attorney, minimum | qaNDWRITING EXPERT EXAMINER nad 
rather than plead guuty an oger resin, Josepn isa| in air-conditioned quarters of| tive years general and trial alcal Give | “disputed documents. J. Howard Haring V 
yay a fine. or James I. Toscano. ‘tatle | detailed resume and references and salary! 15 Park Row, New York 88, N.Y. BArclay 
pay a ine 0 the Statler Hilton Hotel. Expens- | tesired. CLA 724. 78773. Res Tel. Newark. NJ. HU 8-2014 








eer |es of attending are tax deduct-| 


| LAW CLERK OR ATTORNEY WITH LIM- | HANDWRITING EXPERT — SIGNATU 






RES 





| ible. | ited certificate for office with general | a documents. ey 
| \r five-dav . j tice with emphasis on negligence. Good sal-| mony. Daniel . Anthony, t ernon ne 
| Other five day courses included | ary. Opportunity for permanent association. | Place, Newark, N.J. Days: MI 8-6300 Ext. wea 


in PLI’s annual summer session | State full details, together with salary re-| 281; Evenings: ESsex 1-4 
AES quested. CLA 705. | <a 
are: TITLE SEARCHERS AVAILABLE TO MAKE 


| Week of July 10: Patents, Se-| Law <¢ LERK. OPENING LN NEWARK | Searches in Union, Essex, Morris, Midd esex 
. | > Monmouth and Somerset Counties. Community 

































t All-State 46 tae Pog > BN in 
The Approved, Compac > cured Transactions and Public, °c. Write CLA 72¢ Abstract Oo., 435 West 5th Ave.. Hosslle him 
Prosecutors. | LAW CLERK, DIMBDIAT ATE OPENING, | CH_5-0488. ae ae 
y . os Je City. OLfield oS | (aero es . amines * te 
Week of July 17: Pension and seta rn tl = wt tea tetaodae tas GE et re 
caer . “oti | STENO-SECTY. THOROUGHLY EXPERI-| 0.000 ¢ tonselack with op pe ‘ ie 
De ferred bs e-ermennng Plans, | enced and able to take charge of negligence pring 60 Pk “Pl Ne aN ar 3.3559 S1X 
Antitrust and Robinson-Patman cane caeeanesen commensurate with a te 
; 2 wort 2-1500. a 
Problems and Corporate Taxes) =“ WANTED TO PURCHASE tion 
and Reorganizations. | | = : 
: EMPLOYMENT WANTED WE ARE INTERESTED IN PURCHASING 


Self-Contained Week of July 24: Labor Rela- | —— —— | “second mortgaxes and chattel mortsas-s D 
tions Todav. Admiralty nd Es- COLUMBIA LAW - GRADUATE, RECENTLY } at a discount. Attorneys legal fee protected 


t - ’ ae ya < € D nd tinder’ 8 1c Se 0 Park not 
COMPLETE a BOOK CORPORATE OUTFIT tate Planning and Administra- ewex or fortis county law firm or single Place, Newark. Witenell 25124.” is Jan 


practitioner with general or trial practice. | ———H—————— 













































































tion. Salary open or will accept arrangement.| ONILY IF ITS PLUSH .. . SITE FOB hac 
| Week of July 31: Going Public | ‘4 ‘°*: | luxury apartment in plus setting or furt 
aN = existing unit. Lawyer to lawyers. Confidence 4Us 
— | and Other Financing, Real Estate| rirnsr yEAR YALE LAW STUDENT DE-| guaranteed. Write CLA 662. H 
| and Estate Planning Techniques. | ,,,25c%, Cemmshin erage, Passalc. Besex or | the 
including | Program and registration de-| Since 1930: PERSONNEL, CREDIT non 
a STENO AVAILABLE, EXPERIENCED. $2.50 : 
FOLD-AWAY tails may pi hahaa nin a yood per ; ir. Call HU 4-7868 between 5 & 7 p.m and NEGLIGENCE REPORTS a 
Practising aw nstitute t 
SEAL* | Vesey Street, New York City. | ae NEW JERSEY BUREAUS tion 
| ae Pins esheets ena: County WILLIAM V. FAY, General Manage: os 
The first state to adopt a prob- MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J ae 
jation law was Massachusetts Daily Call PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 ota 
|which enacted such an act in} pert pisr (DAILY CALL) JUNE 19. 1961 | —— a: 
alo 1878. ERIOR AND MERCER OOUNTY a 
| TON, N. J Whe 
| ee iled for tria 
| eae Sak or ESTATE hie 
| ne «called *) a 
in the PROBLEMS: at 





The names of the Referees are abbreviated 
as follows: L-Lipkin: T-Tallyn: F-Fisbberg 
| BRIGANDI, Lil M., 109 Wilson Ave., 
Glassboro ol.; liab. $30,009.20; assets 
$4.500; refr. L.T. & F.; solr. Alvin G. 


wii olay 





vans ae seauire, to We purchase for Cash 
REAL ESTATE OF ANY KIND 
Offers Made Promptly 






















Shpec 6-7 : 
BRIGANDI, Peter §., Jr., 109 Wil son Ave., V 
G00 ett Le Be aoe alvin | PROPERTY SALES, Inc. 
hpeen; 6-7 112 CLINTON PLACE C 
CONN AY, Olara, 139 Jacques St., Elizabeth = “a - An ea 
| vol. > Liab. $3,99 $920; refr NEW ARK Tae ES 1-340 pres 
& I solr k ‘ 





CONW AY: Robert, 
beth vol. ; liab 
refr. L.T. & F 














67 

GPRWER John I Ave., | tras 
Jersey City voi.: lis assets | sachi 
S200 efr. L.T. & F solr. Bernard L. | the 
Bukarest; 6-7 val 


MAC NEAL, 


Ham 


3 DIFFERENT 











Paxson Ave..| Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years in 2 


iab. $14,096- 







*Optional 
Gold Lettering $1.00 $1 5.00 


Printed Minutes $1.00 RACHLIN, 1 


tors 4S 


solr. Samuel 


OUTFITS : solr. | ° ° 
iene as si J For Our Unique Personal Service 
:_assets 


























‘sbram Ss Block : 
1 343 Stewart . 
iab. $11.6 389. 


Lawyers -Elinton 

, T & F. solr. 

pres Dei | TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

vine tdi MF NEW JERSEY 

$04,691.18: as: Organized by N.J. Lawyers . Operated forN.J. Lawyers 


: solr. Myron 






New and already in demand, the Unicorp completely integrated 
Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many 
offices. 


Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 
virements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 


‘nney Drive. 
‘ assets 


fellmawer : 2 
: lr. Owen N 


Write or phone for all necessary data. 





Fisenberg 


Title Insurance Agencies In 


a ee - . w AGNE R. 8 7, Devenney 
Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. (On Orders Received by Noon) Dri . $21. 151.24: tian ii emia oe a 


PATERSON @ Toms RIVER @ TRENTON 


MArket 4-5577  witsisS ss aac’ ; 
Pitman : ‘Vernon Et 15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7875 























ALL-STATE orice supply co. i Pe hy 383 Morris Ave,. New. BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKENSACK 
502 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2,N. 4. refr. I .T. & F.: solr. Samuel L. Marens: 








